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LENDING OPPORTUNITIES: OPENING THE
DOOR TO HOMEOWNERSHIP IN INDIAN
COUNTRY

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 2019

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC.

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 2:41 p.m. in room
628, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. John Hoeven,
Chairman of the Committee, presiding.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN HOEVEN,
U.S. SENATOR FROM NORTH DAKOTA

The CHAIRMAN. We will call the hearing to order.

Thank you to all of the witnesses for being here.

This is an oversight hearing entitled, Lending Opportunities:
Opening the Door to Homeownership in Indian Country. Today, we
will hear from Federal agencies and tribal leaders on how Federal
financial tools, such as guaranteed and direct loans, are being used
in tribal communities to promote homeownership.

The dream of homeownership is a foundational principle in any
society. Home ownership provides individuals and families with
stability, safety, and the opportunity to build better communities.
This principle holds true in tribal communities as well.

Credit also plays an important role in providing housing opportu-
nities. However, rural and tribal communities often have a difficult
time accessing credit, and the ability to secure a mortgage on trust
lands. Traditional models of financing do not always work in tribal
communities. In Indian Country, title issues as well as difficulties
in collateralizing tribal assets may make investors wary of financ-
ing tribal applicants.

Local community banks and community development financial
institutions can help fill those investment needs. For instance, in
my home State of North Dakota, there are five community develop-
ment financial institutions that have awarded nearly $6.1 million
from the CDFI Fund at the Department of Treasury.

Federal financial products, such as guaranteed and direct loans,
may also serve as resources for communities where traditional
mortgage origination practices may not be offered. Today, we will
hear from the Department of Housing and Urban Development on
how one of the most used guaranteed loan products, Section 184
loans, are working in Indian Country.
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As the Administration continues to prioritize economic growth,
such as regulatory reform, it is important that these positive im-
pacts are also felt in Indian Country. That is why on January 24th,
2019, I reintroduced the Indian Community Economic Enhance-
ment Act of 2019 with Senator McSally. The ICE Act, Senate Bill
212, aims to address the disparity in economic opportunities tribal
communities face by amending existing law to increase access to
capital, attract investment to Indian communities, and lessen the
cost of providing financial services to tribal members by reducing
Federal bureaucracy.

The Committee reported the bill favorably on January 29th. The
Senate passed S. 212 on June 26th. I look forward to seeing this
legislation taken up by the House, signed by the President, and en-
acted into law.

Accessing credit to promote homeownership is, in many cases,
the most important investment that a family will make. That is
why we are holding this oversight hearing today. I look forward to
hearing more about how Congress can make a difference in pro-
moting credit access and homeownership in Indian Country.

Before I turn to Vice Chairman Udall for his opening statement,
I want to thank all of the witnesses who are here today. I want
to especially welcome Hunter Kurtz to the Committee. I under-
stand this is your first hearing in D.C. since being confirmed as the
Assistant Secretary of Public and Indian Housing. Welcome.

I also want to welcome Patrice Kunesh. I understand you will be
moving on from the Federal Reserve Bank shortly. I want to thank
you for your work in Indian Country as well.

With that, I will now turn to what you have all been waiting for
and that is to hear from Vice Chairman Udall.

STATEMENT OF HON. TOM UDALL,
U.S. SENATOR FROM NEW MEXICO

Senator UDALL. Thank you, Chairman Hoeven.

The topic of today’s hearing, Lending and Homeownership in In-
dian Country, is a very important one.

Thank you to all of our witnesses here today for traveling to
Washington, D.C. for this hearing. Special thanks to Governor
Zuni, from New Mexico’s Isleta Pueblo, for being here today. Gov-
ernor, it was great to see you last week in Albuquerque for the
Committee’s field hearing on wuranium mining and at the
groundbreaking for the visitor’s center at Valle de Oro National
Wildlife Refuge, where you honored us with the opening prayers in
your native Tiwa language.

Earlier this month, I visited your pueblo where I had the honor
of presenting former Governor Torres and former Councilman
Lujan with replacement medals for their service in Vietnam. I
want to thank them again for their service to our Country.

Turning to today’s hearing, homeownership has long been the
epitome of the American Dream. Yet, even with Federal programs
like the Department of Housing and Urban Development’s Section
184 Indian Home Loan Guarantee Program, homeownership re-
mains only a dream for too many in Indian Country.

Structural barriers, including difficulty securing home loans on
trust land, continue to prevent many Native Americans from own-
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ing their own homes. This Administration’s ongoing failure to pro-
vide timely real estate services to tribal borrowers and lenders has
only exacerbated the problem.

In fact, the Center for Indian Country Development recently ex-
amined the challenges to mortgage lending in Indian Country and
reported, “promoting homeownership as a method of increasing Na-
tive American equity and assets may be less effective than for
other populations.” The dream of homeownership should be attain-
able to everyone, no matter where they live in the United States.
It should not be more expensive for tribal members to live on rath-
er than off reservation.

That is why the innovative work being done by the Isleta Pueb-
lo’s Tiwa Lending Services, a Native Community Development Fi-
nancial Institution, or CDFI, is so important. Tiwa is directly ad-
dressing existing barriers to tribal homeownership primarily by
providing financial services such as mortgage loans, credit coun-
seling, Native youth financial literacy classes to Pueblo residents
and those in its surrounding communities, and with zero percent
default rate on its home and consumer loan portfolios. Tiwa is
doing a fantastic job.

Native CDFIs like Tiwa are uniquely qualified to address the
needs of tribal members and ensure that borrowers do not default.
With CDFIs like Tiwa doing such great work in Indian Country,
I am left scratching my head why the Administration has zeroed
out the funding for Native CDFIs in its annual budget request to
Congress for the last three consecutive fiscal cycles.

Director LaCounte and Assistant Secretary Kurtz, I look forward
to hearing from you both specifically on this important topic so that
the Committee may better understand how the Administration is
addressing mortgage lending and homeownership barriers in In-
dian Country.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Vice Chairman Udall.

Senator Tester.

STATEMENT OF HON. JON TESTER,
U.S. SENATOR FROM MONTANA

Senator TESTER. I do have an opening statement, Mr. Chairman.

I want to start by thanking you and Senator Udall for holding
this hearing entitled, Lending Opportunities: Opening the Door to
Homeownership in Indian Country. Hopefully, when this hearing is
done, we will have some ideas on how to do that.

To the panel, your testimony is going to be critically important.
I want to welcome you all, especially Nate Mount. Nate, it is good
to have you here. Nate is one of those guys who left home for a
while, went off and got his Juris Doctorate, and he came back to
help the Ft. Belknap community. And his dad, Harlan, is here, who
is a mainstay to the Ft. Belknap Tribe. We want to thank you both
for being here and all the folks who are testifying.

Look, we could all go on and on and on about what is going on
in Indian Country for housing but the fact of the matter is if you
want to have a healthy community, you have to have housing. I
think if the folks who are here at the table and other folks that
are in the audience, some of us have been up and seen the situa-
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tion in Indian Country. Quite frankly, the housing is horrible. It is
just like inner city poverty, quite frankly, on many of the large
land-based tribes in this Country and in Montana. It is no excep-
tion.

We have work to do, because it impacts everything. It impacts
getting businesses into Indian Country, it impacts getting teachers
into Indian Country and law enforcement into Indian Country. You
can just go down the list. Everything has the foundational issue of
housing. It needs some attention in Indian Country.

I applaud the Chairman and the Ranking Member for having
this hearing. I look forward to getting some good ideas to make get-
ting access to capital easier and getting access to homeownership
easier, because quite frankly, what we have done so far has not
been near enough. It just has not worked to the extent it needs to
work. So I look forward to the results of this hearing.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Senator Tester.

With that, we will turn to our witnesses. Our witnesses today are
the Honorable Hunter Kurtz, Assistant Secretary for Public and In-
dian Housing, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, here in Washington, D.C.; the Honorable Max Zuni, Gov-
ernor, Isleta Pueblo, Isleta, New Mexico; the Honorable Nathaniel
“Nate” Mount, Council Member, Ft. Belknap Indian Community,
Harlem, Montana; Mr. Darryl LaCounte, Director, BIA, U.S. De-
partment of the Interior; and Ms. Patrice Kunesh, Director, Center
for Indian Country Development, and Assistant Vice President,
Federal Reserve Bank of Minneapolis, Minnesota.

Thanks to all of you for being here. We will begin with Mr.
Kurtz.

STATEMENT OF HON. R. HUNTER KURTZ, ASSISTANT
SECRETARY, PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING, U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Mr. KUrTZ. Good afternoon. Thank you, Chairman Hoeven, Vice
Chairman Udall and members of the Committee, for this oppor-
tunity to discuss lending and homeownership in Indian Country,
and the important programs that we administer at HUD to further
these important goals.

I would also like to acknowledge and thank the Committee’s
staff, not only for coordinating this hearing, but for their ongoing
engagement with HUD staff on issues that impact Native Amer-
ican communities.

My professional career at HUD spans multiple Administrations.
I have served both as a career civil servant and as an appointee.
I am a houser at heart and a practitioner of HUD programs, and
a true believer in the department’s mission.

Prior to coming back home to HUD in 2017, I was the Deputy
Director of the Housing and Revitalization Department for the City
of Detroit. This experience has helped me more deeply understand
housing policy on the local level.

My time in Detroit also reinforced one of the fundamental les-
sons I have learned throughout my career, a one size fits all for af-
fordable housing does not work. The lesson certainly also applies
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to our Nation’s American Indian, Alaska Native and Native Hawai-
ian communities.

As you know, the Office of Public and Indian Housing is respon-
sible for the management, operation, and oversight of HUD’s Na-
tive American Housing Community Development Programs. These
programs serve approximately 580 different, unique tribal commu-
nities. Our staff works every day to strengthen our tribal partner-
ships and develop programs that better meet the needs of all our
Native communities.

As the Assistant Secretary for Public and Indian Housing, I have
had the opportunity to work with and visit tribal communities and
learn firsthand about the housing issues and challenges tribes face.
Most recently, I had the pleasure of visiting the Pueblo of Isleta in
New Mexico. There I saw firsthand the great work their housing
authority is doing under our programs. Specifically, I learned about
how the Pueblo is leveraging critical Indian housing block grant
dollars to construct new homes in culturally appropriate ways that
meet unique needs of the community.

Unfortunately, I did not get to meet the Governor but it is a
pleasure to meet him today. Sir, your folks are doing some great
work there.

Opportunities like this have allowed me to hear directly from
tribal leaders and see what we need to do to strengthen and im-
prove HUD’s programs. Far too many Native American commu-
nities struggle with severe overcrowding, lack of affordable housing
and infrastructure challenges, all of which result in significant bar-
riers to economic opportunity.

Like so many others, Native Americans would like to own their
own homes. However, various barriers make lending in Indian
Country difficult. In addition to factors common to underserved
markets in rural areas, the land is often held in trust by the Fed-
eral Government and can’t be sold or readily mortgaged.

To address this need, HUD Section 184, the Indian Home Loan
guarantee Program, provides a 100 percent guarantee to lenders
and makes lenders whole in the event of a borrower’s default. The
Section 184 program has been proven to be very popular and has
grown exponentially from guaranteeing less than 100 loans in 1994
to over $7 billion in guarantees today.

Although the volumes in loans guaranteed has increased signifi-
cantly and the program has become more complex, the regulatory
framework that governs the program has remained largely un-
changed. Our hope is that updated regulations will limit fraud,
waste, and abuse as well as help families in their homes in recogni-
tion of our government-to-government relationship. HUD has con-
ducted many consultation sessions with tribes throughout the rule-
making process and intends to continue to do so as the rulemaking
moves forward.

In my experience, regulations that have been drafted in Wash-
ington need to be mindful of how they are implemented at the local
level. What works for families in Detroit may not necessarily work
for families in Indian Country.

Thank you again for this opportunity to appear before you today.
My office has submitted official written testimony for your consid-
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eration which provides greater detail on the status of our pro-
grams.

I am proud of our dedicated staff who works tirelessly alongside
our tribal partners to find solutions to these pressing needs. I am
encouraged by the progress our programs continue to make.

I look forward to addressing your questions and providing some
additional information on the status of HUD’s programs in Indian
Country.

Thank you, sir.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Kurtz follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. R. HUNTER KURTZ, ASSISTANT SECRETARY, PUBLIC
AND INDIAN HOUSING, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Introduction

Thank you Chairman Hoeven, Vice Chairman Udall, and Members of the Com-
mittee for this opportunity to discuss lending and homeownership in Indian Country
and the important programs that we administer at the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development (HUD) to further these important goals. I would also like
to acknowledge and thank the Committee’s staff, not only for coordinating this hear-
ing, but for their ongoing engagement with HUD staff on issues that impact Native
American communities across our Nation.

As the Assistant Secretary for Public and Indian Housing, I have had the oppor-
tunity to work with and visit tribal communities and learn firsthand about the
housing issues and challenges that Tribes face. It has also given me the opportunity
to hear directly from tribal leaders on what we need to do to strengthen and im-
prove HUD’s programs. Far too many Native American communities struggle with
severely overcrowded housing, lack of affordable housing, and infrastructure chal-
lenges—all of which result in significant barriers to economic opportunity. HUD
staff work tirelessly alongside our tribal partners to find solutions to these difficult
problems.

Section 184 Indian Home Loan Guarantee

Like so many others, many Native Americans would like to own their own homes.
However, various barriers make lending in Indian Country difficult. In addition to
factors common to underserved markets and rural areas, the land may be held in
trust by the Federal Government, and cannot be sold or readily mortgaged.

One of the primary tools available to address these barriers is HUD’s Section 184
Indian Home Loan Guarantee (Section 184) program. The program was established
in 1992 to encourage private lenders to make home loans to Native Americans in
eligible Indian areas. HUD provides a 100-percent guarantee to lenders and makes
lenders whole in the event of a borrowers’ default. The guarantee encourages lend-
ers to serve a population that has traditionally been viewed as high risk and areas,
such as Indian reservations, that have had difficulty attracting private capital be-
cause of their remoteness and the status of the land. Ultimately, the Section 184
program helps Tribes promote the development of sustainable reservation commu-
nities by making homeownership a realistic option for tribal members.

Eligibility

The Section 184 program provides access to market-rate, private mortgage capital,
and is not subject to income restrictions. The program does not have minimum re-
quirements for credit scores and allows for alternative forms of credit and non-tradi-
tional income to meet the unique needs of tribal communities. The program gives
tribal members from across the income spectrum the choice of living in their Native
community by providing access to mortgage capital. In addition to individual tribal
members, Tribes and tribally designated housing entities (TDHEs) are eligible bor-
rowers. This benefit of the program makes it possible for Tribes and TDHEs to ad-
dress housing shortages by developing and financing rental housing or by promoting
homeownership opportunities for tribal members through lease purchase programs.

According to HUD’s 2017 Native American housing needs study, since its incep-
tion, the program has served as a major source of mortgage financing for Native
American families, both on and off reservations. The program has been proven to
be very popular and has grown exponentially from guaranteeing less than 100 loans
in 1994 to, at its peak, guaranteeing over 4,000 loans—worth over $700 million—
in 2017.
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Regulations and Legislative Proposals

Although the volume of loans guaranteed has increased significantly, the regu-
latory framework that governs the program has remained largely unchanged. To ad-
dress this issue, HUD has begun working to update the Section 184 regulations. In
February 2018, HUD started engaging in tribal consultation to revise the program’s
regulations—even before any regulations were drafted. Since then, HUD has held
15 in-person and three teleconference consultation sessions with Indian tribes. A
draft proposed rule has been developed and placed into clearance. Once the rule-
making process is complete, the updated regulations will improve and modernize the
program, help borrowers stay in their homes, provide clarity to participating lend-
ers, and ensure the program remains sustainable for the future.

In addition to this rulemaking, in recent years, HUD has also proposed various
legislative fixes to the Section 184 program authorizing statute—the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1992. For instance, we've proposed amending the
Act to authorize HUD to require lenders that participate in the direct guarantee
process to indemnify HUD for losses in cases involving fraud and misrepresentation.
We’ve also proposed changes that would allow HUD to periodically review the rates
of defaults and claims of these direct guarantee lenders to ensure that they do not
pose an unacceptable risk to the program. All of these proposals were put forward
to ensure that the program remains strong, sustainable, and continues to meet the
needs of Native American borrowers well into the future.

Federal Partners

Mortgage lending on tribal trust land can be a time-consuming process that re-
duces the appeal of lending on tribal trust land, even with the Federal guarantee.
This is in part because the process can involve obtaining leases, securing final cer-
tified title status reports from the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), completing Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) reviews, securing appraisals, and other re-
quired transactions.

To help address these barriers, HUD has been working with our Federal partners
to reduce the administrative barriers. We routinely collaborate with the Department
of the Interior to share information, improve communication, and break down silos.

For example, HUD partnered with the BIA to host a training session for lenders
and BIA staff on mortgaging tribal trust land. The session was oversubscribed and
provided an opportunity for lenders, HUD, and BIA staff to better understand one
another’s processes. Additionally, in July 2019, the Department of the Interior pub-
lished their Indian Affairs Mortgage Handbook, which outlines the mortgaging lend-
ing process when dealing with properties on trust land. The Handbook provides im-
portant guidance to BIA staff for processing leasehold and trust land mortgages on
trust or restricted land; and specifically, how to review and analyze a mortgage loan
request from a lender using a minimum, streamlined, and standardized process.

Following our training session and publication of the Indian Affairs Mortgage
Handbook, BIA processing times improved. For example, BIA offices in several
areas of the country improved their performance in the issuance of final certified
title status reports. Progress has been made, and HUD and BIA will continue efforts
to improve and streamline the loan process on tribal lands.

Title VI

HUD’s Title VI Loan Guarantee program is another critical resource for tribal
communities. This loan guarantee program allows a Tribe to pledge a share of its
annual Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG) allocation as collateral to attract pri-
vate capital and other funding resources to carry out affordable housing and com-
munity development projects. By leveraging multiple sources of funding, Tribes can
significantly increase their purchasing power and develop large-scale housing
projects.

Some Tribes have used both of HUD’s tribal loan programs to help finance hous-
ing developments. For example, a Tribe can take out a Title VI loan to develop af-
fordable housing and on-site infrastructure. Then, the Tribe can use the revenue
generated from selling the home to a tribal member—using a Section 184 loan—to
repay the Title VI loan. This allows the Tribe to start the process over again and
continue to increase its housing stock.

For example, in New Mexico, the San Felipe Pueblo Housing Authority success-
fully used financing under the Title VI and the Section 184 programs to leverage
many other sources of private and public funding to build a 150-unit subdivision for
tribal members. Not only did the housing authority create much needed new hous-
ing, but in the process, it also exponentially increased the size of its force account
crew and is now one of the largest employers on the reservation. Similarly, in Alas-
ka, the Cook Inlet Housing Authority was able to use this framework to add 79 new
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housing units to its portfolio over the past six years—including 13 units for low- to
moderate-income residents.

Indian Housing Block Grant

Of course, the Indian Housing Block Grant program is also a critical resource for
low-income Native American families looking to become homeowners.

THBG is the single largest source of housing assistance to Native Americans and
can help Tribes support homeownership in creative ways. For example, Tribes can
use their annual block grants to provide acquisition and down payment assistance
to first-time homebuyers. Funds can also be used to fund housing related services
like housing counseling, homebuyer education, and financial literacy. Additionally,
these funds can be leveraged with other funding sources, like Low-Income Housing
Tax Credits, to develop rental housing for low-income Native American families and
alleviate overcrowding.

Earlier this month, I had the pleasure of visiting the Pueblo of Isleta to see first-
hand all the great work the Isleta Pueblo Housing Authority is doing under our pro-
grams. They are using these critical IHBG dollars to construct new homes in cul-
turally appropriate ways that meet the unique needs of their community. For in-
stance, they have built a customized 5-bedroom home that can appropriately house
extended family members, are renovating homes for elders in the historic central
village using traditional adobe construction, and have even used locally-sourced lava
flock bricks to construct modern homes in their efforts to address the shortage of

ousing.

As you can see, the flexibility of the IHBG program has proven to be a significant
tool in addressing the shortage of housing, helped alleviate overcrowding, and
furthered homeownership and self-sufficiency in Indian Country.

Best Practices and Technical Assistance

Finally, HUD recognizes the importance of assisting Tribes and TDHEs with in-
creasing their capacity and technical expertise. This past year, HUD hosted national
best practice webinars highlighting tribal projects that have leveraged IHBG funds
with both Section 184 and Title VI loans. The best practices include case studies
that explore housing development projects and financing methods in more detail.
These well-attended webinars generated additional interest in creative ways to de-
velop housing in Indian Country and fostered mentoring relationships between
Tribes and TDHEs.

HUD is also committed to exploring ways to use our technical assistance funding
to help Tribes and TDHESs enhance their development efforts and to better leverage
the assistance they receive through the dissemination of successful tribal housing
strategies.

Conclusion

In conclusion, HUD programs, such as Section 184, Title VI, and IHBG, are suc-
cessful examples of Federal programs that work to bring the dream of homeowner-
ship to Native American communities. We are excited about all the amazing work
that has been done so far by Tribes under these programs and look forward to con-
tinuing to find ways to make homeownership and access to capital a reality for
Tribes and tribal members across the country.

Thank you again for this opportunity to appear before you today.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
Governor ZUNI.

STATEMENT OF HON. MAX ZUNI, GOVERNOR, PUEBLO OF
ISLETA

Mr. ZUNI. [Greeting in Native language.]

Thank you, Chairman Hoeven, Committee members and espe-
cially, Senator Tom Udall. Thank you for having us today. I really
appreciate it.

I am Max Zuni, the Governor from the Pueblo of Isleta. It is an
honor and privilege to be here today to voice our opinions, our
issues, and our requests. Thank you so much for having this testi-
mony today.

I am the Governor from the Pueblo of Isleta. I have been Lieu-
tenant Governor for eight years. This is my first term. It will be
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nine years that I have been in office. My whole goal in this kind
of administration is, of course, for our younger people. We have
close to 5,000 tribal members. We are located in the biggest city
in New Mexico, which is Albuquerque. We are ten miles south,
right in the Rio Grande Valley.

We have over 300,000 acres of land that we have to maintain.
Our community is very large. We have several communities within
the Pueblo.

Our housing, as the Honorable Mr. Kurtz said, is working very
hard building homes for our community members through the
HUD program. We formed the CDFI about six years ago and we
are just learning how to run that program. It is very effective. We
have over almost 80 members in that group now with beautiful
homes. They are very proud of what they are building.

We, of course, have a lot of young tribal members. We encourage
them to get educated, to go to college, to get a career, and to get
a good job. Our problem is that when they do get that and they
get low income, they can’t qualify for some of the home projects.
They can’t qualify for some of the scholarships. They can’t qualify
for some of the school systems and programs that we have. It is
a deterrent for our younger people to be told that you make a high
income and you can’t qualify for things. Luckily, with the CDFI
program we have, they can come and get help to have a new home.

We encourage a lot of the tribal members in other pueblos and
other tribes to look into these programs. It works. It helps our com-
munity. They do have their own design of what buildings they
want. They find their own contractors.

Of course, the problem we have is the stipulations that are out
there. We are considered in a flood plain, so now they can’t be sup-
ported with some of these projects. It would be nice for them to talk
to us to make sure we are not in those kinds of situations.

The process that takes two years to get this leasing agreement
through BIA, we took over that project now, but it is costly for the
tribes. They have to hire people, specialized people. Right now, we
have to get a biologist, we have to get a computer service, we have
to get the software, so the tribes have to know, once we take over
that responsibility, what the cost is going to be to us.

The HEARTH Act, which is really great, thank you for having
it, but of course, that is because of the flood plain issues and the
funding source. As they stated when we first requested it, we got
close to a little over $1 million, which really helped us in the for-
mulation of the CDFI. The tribe recently donated a little over $3
million to help that program.

But we have a waiting list of 130 people. We now have plans,
and I know you have seen it, we have plans to build another 132
homes. It is not just for tribal members. You have to understand.
The majority of our people at home are married to non-tribal mem-
bers, they have young kids that are living there. So we support a
lot of our communities within the Bernalillo County and Valencia
County, that one of the largest counties in the State of New Mex-
ico. So we help a lot of community members.

We do have a casino and resort that provides funding that sup-
ports programs within the tribe. They do contribute a little. Right
now I am working on a revitalization program that the tribe has
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offered to do homes within the village proper, but of course, I can’t
get funding for it, Federal funding. I am hoping that we can get
that.

The problem, again, is some of our tribal members, when they do
have a home built, they can’t qualify for a second home within the
village proper. Traditionally, we have to have some of our tribal
members living within the village proper to revitalize our pueblo.
We hope one of these days we can really generate funding to revi-
talize our pueblos to come back from having old homes and ren-
ovate them so our community members can live within the pueblo
property.

The programs are great. I really enjoy all the programs. I enjoy
BIA and the assistance they give me. I talk to them constantly. But
there are certain things within these policies that I wish we could
really change to help us to expedite some of these lease agree-
ments, to expedite some of these contracts that we have. It takes
almost two years to get some of these things to go through BIA.
Luckily with our CDFI, within two or three months, they are done.
Our community members are happy that they can get a home built
within a year.

I am proud because my youngest daughter just went through
that, and she has a beautiful home now. She is a really good exam-
ple of how that CDFI works, the loan program. She went to the
classes; she was taught how to budget her money. She had to get
certified and now she is very consistent in her payments and every-
thing. So they are good classes.

That, and we have classes for the youth of the elementary school,
high school and the colleges. They go to a symposium for two days
learning about credit. That is how Tiwa Lending runs that pro-
gram.

I wish a lot of the tribes and communities, not only for the Na-
tive Americans but for all the high school kids and the college kids,
to go to those kinds of symposiums to learn about how to run their
credit and how to manage their funds, and when they decide to buy
a home, how to manage it. Our kids are so excited after they finish
that. They learn how to budget their money and they don’t get in
debt.

So I appreciate it. I thank you so much for having this today. I
hope we can work things out. I applaud all of you for being here
today. Thank you, Senators, for giving us this time to express our
o};l)inions, and our concerns, and our issues. I hope we can remedy
them.

Each and every one of you are always, always invited to the
Pueblo of Isleta, to tour it. We are trying as hard as we can to have
a good community. Thank you so much.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Zuni follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. MAX ZUNI, GOVERNOR, PUEBLO OF ISLETA
Dear Honorable Chairman Hoeven and Members of the Committee:

Introduction

Ma Gu Warn. Greetings. My name is Max Zuni. I am the Governor of the Pueblo
of Isleta. The Pueblo of Isleta is one of nineteen (19) Pueblos in New Mexico and
one of twenty two (22) tribes in New Mexico. The Tiwa language, the language spo-
ken by the Pueblos of Isleta, Sandia, Taos, and Picuris, is still spoken in the Pueblo
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and we continue to live according to the centuries old traditions of our ancestors.
The livelihood of many Isleta residents continues to be farming, ranching, and sale
of arts and crafts and traditional foods.

Isleta Pueblo is surrounded by Albuquerque to the north and the small towns of
Bosque Farms and Los Lunas to the south. The Isleta Indian Reservation has a
land base of 330 square miles within two counties, Valencia and Bernalillo. Isleta
Reservation lands consist primarily of tribal trust lands. Isleta residents live on
both the western and eastern banks of the Rio Grande River. The village, located
on the western bank of the Rio Grande River, remains the cultural and spiritual
center of the Isleta people and continues to be inhabited by a large portion of the
Pueblo’s members. A large portion of Isleta’s residential areas are in flood zones as
mapped by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). As discussed
below, this has created a major challenge in housing and community development.

Demographics of Isleta Pueblo

According to the 2017 U.S. Census data 3,980 people live in Isleta.! Isleta Census
data shows our population as 4,200. Using U.S. Census data, 3,738 of Isleta resi-
dents (or 93 percent) are American Indian or Alaska Native (AIAN). Those that
aren’t AIAN are family members. There are 1,083 households in Isleta.1 According
to U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD} 2019 data, there are
579 low income households (more than half of all households} in Isleta Pueblo that
need housing. This means that more than half of all households live in overcrowded
conditions.

A large factor of overcrowded conditions is the lack of sufficient income for hous-
ing. In fact, AIANs living in Isleta Pueblo experience higher unemployment rates,
lower income, higher poverty rates, and other disparities compared to the overall
U.S. and compared to non-Native residents of New Mexico. Using HUD data, 2 634
or 51 percent of Isleta’s households are low income, with 21 percent falling below
30 percent of the median income. A study conducted in 2012 of New Mexico Native
American children report that 28 percent of Isleta children live below the poverty
level.3 In the Pueblo, the individual poverty rate is 25.3 percent, compared to the
individual poverty rate of 19.8 percent in New Mexico and the 12.3 percent indi-
vidual poverty rate of the U.S. in total. 4

Isleta Pueblo families generate less income than other families in New Mexico and
the U.S. According to the 2017 American Community Survey (ACS}, the median
household income in Isleta is $32,131, compared to the state median household in-
come of $45,674 and the U.S. median household income of $55,322. Forty eight per-
cent (48%)} offamilies in Isleta have a single income earner, while 20 percent of fami-
lies have no wage earner.> Residents of Isleta Pueblo experience higher unemploy-
ment compared to Native peoples off-reservation, who face disproportionate unem-
ployment themselves. Isleta has an unemployment rate of 8.3 percent, more than
the 6.7 percent unemployment rate for New Mexico and the 6.6 percent unemploy-
ment rate for the United States.

For the past 16 years, the Pueblo of Isleta has provided annual per capita pay-
ments to tribal members of anywhere between $1,000 and $2,000. These funds are
for the most part immediately spent on disposable items. Per capita payments to
minors age 18 and under are disbursed to parents or guardians. Before the creation
of Tiwa, there was no financial education available to residents, including the youth
of the Pueblo, who could potentially have a savings of $36,000 in principal by the
time they are 18 years of age. While there is no data available, the most likely sce-
nario is that most children’s funds are used for disposable goods and little invest-
ment of children’s funds.

While there are employment opportunities in the Pueblo, young families with
small children are unable to join the workforce for lack of sufficient child care.
Isleta’s largest employers are the Isleta Pueblo government and the Casino and Re-
sort which manages the casino and resort, the Lakes and RV Park, two gas stations,
the Golf Course and the Family Fun Center. Even with these employment opportu-
nities, many of these jobs pay at starting or close to starting wages. Consequently,
many families live paycheck to paycheck, spending a large part of their income on
rent, propane, vehicle payments, vehicle maintenance, gasoline, groceries and dis-
posable goods.

1Home Town Locator of the Isleta Pueblo, 2019 Demographic Data.

2HUD FY 2019 IHBG Estimate Allocation.

3Native American KIDS COUNT 2012 Special Report, Snapshots from the American Commu-
nity Survey and other Data Sources.

42017 ACS data.

52017 ACS data.
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The Creation of Tiwa Lending Services, Inc. (Tiwa)

To address the above and to take the driver’s seat to spur economic development,
Tiwa was created by the joint efforts of the Pueblo of Isleta, the Isleta Pueblo Hous-
ing Authority (IPHA) and the Community Development Financial Institutions
{CDFI} Fund of the U.S. Department of the Treasury. Tiwa’s mission statement has
always been to encourage community development and improve the social and eco-
nomic conditions of Isleta Pueblo residents and Native Americans in surrounding
communities.

The effort began in 2009 when the Pueblo and IPHA sent representative to a Na-
tive CDFI training funded by the CDFI Fund. It was through this training, tech-
nical assistance provided by Oweesta, another Native CDFI, and technical assist-
ance funds from the CDFI Fund, that Tiwa was created.

Tiwa was established as a not-for-profit Native CDFI on January 6, 2011 and re-
ceived its 501 (c}(3} status on January 6, 2011. It was certified as a Native CDFI
on September 17, 2013. Tiwa operates from a small 2- room tribal office located in
the same building as the Governor’s office. Operating under a 5-member Board of
Directors and a staff of two (Sheila Herrera, Executive Director, and Miranda Lente,
Loan Assistant/Homeownership Counselor}, Tiwa has in its 8 years of operation ac-
crued a mortgage portfolio of 78 loans totaling $7.4 million. Additionally, Tiwa has
originated $1,209,864.00 in consumer loans, including credit repair loans, personal
loans, education loans, business loans, and debt consolidation loans, and has pro-
vided credit counseling to 885 Isleta tribal members and Native American youth.
Tiwa works closely with its borrowers.

Tiwa’s home loan portfolio and consumer loans have a less than 1 percent delin-
quent status. Additionally, Tiwa provides Financial Literacy and Education classes.
To date, 2661sleta residents have received financial literacy certificates. Tiwa also
sponsors youth financial education conferences and is a Voluntary Income Tax As-
sistance {VITA] site.

Lending and Financial Services in Isleta Pueblo

Lack of credit and lack of financial sophistication present barriers to obtaining
fair financing to meet the housing and economic needs of the Isleta community.
Other than Tiwa, there are no banking or lending services in Isleta. Prior to Tiwa,
most borrowing took place among family members and payday lenders located out-
side the reservation. The presence of Tiwa and the ability of residents to take out
consumer loans have resulted in a decreased use of residents using payday lenders
located in the surrounding communities. An estimated 10 percent of applicants for
home loans reveal that they use pay day lenders to repay other debts. Banks in the
surrounding communities do not provide financial access to those with lower income
and impaired credit. Nor do they provide financial education. The majority of Isleta
Pueblo residents are first and second generation wage earners. Purchasing is largely
done with cash. The primary use of financial services by Isleta residents and other
Native Americans in the surrounding communities are for check cashing services,
car loans, and farm equipment loans. Applicants for home loans state that they are
turned down by other financial institutions due to lack of a down payment and/or
poor credit history. These factors contribute to the reasons why Isleta residents are
not able to obtain services from financial institutions.

Unique Benefits Provided by Tiwa:

Tiwa’s products and services meet a double bottom line by providing social returns
to its borrowers and financial returns to TIWA by having the following unique fea-
tures:

All of Tiwa’s lending products have flexible underwriting criteria. Applicants
are not required to have credit history. Home loans, including loans for rehabili-
tation, have a maximum loan to value ratio of 100 percent. Mortgage loans do
not require a down payment. Home loans have low interest rates equal to the
30 year Treasury bond rate {2.12 percent as of October 3, 2019} plus 1.375,
lower than rates offered by other financial institutions. Closing costs and origi-
nation fees can be financed in the loan amount. Although financial institutions
in Albuquerque provide home loans to some tribal members, the loans are lim-
ited to borrowers who have good credit and down payment funds. These loans
have higher interest rates than Tiwa’s loans.

2} Tiwa provides homeownership and financial education and small business
workshops, changing the lives of future generations and the economic picture
in Isleta. Here is a story of one such family:

Carrie (not her real name}, a member of the Isleta Pueblo, improved her credit
score by 87 points in less than two years with the help of Tiwa. As a teen par-
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ent, Carrie didn’t realize the impact that her credit score could have on her life
and her ability to access credit. Now, as a mother of five children and the only
working member of her household, she sought a loan from Tiwa for extra help
during the holidays and was provided with the credit counseling and education
that would allow her to create a positive payment history and rebuild her cred-
it. Not only did Carrie learn how to take action to positively impact her score,
she has started educating her children on the importance of credit scores. With-
out ‘ahe loan and counseling from Tiwa, Carrie says she wouldn’t be where she
is today.

3} Tiwa requires all borrowers to either take a financial education class that
Tiwa teaches or one on one counselling with Tiwa.

4} Tiwa collaborates with the Isleta Pueblo Housing Authority (IPHA}, the
Pueblos’s Tribally Designated Housing Entity, and Pueblo of Isleta depart-
ments, such as the Social Services Department, the Library, the Elderly Center,
and the Scholarship Office, to market its financial products and development
services. Additionally, Tiwa publishes its products and services in the Isleta
Pueblo newsletter and posts its publications at public places in Isleta—the post
office, the Recreation Center, the Elderly Center, the IPHA Office, and the Gov-
ernor’s Office. Tiwa has a website, www.tiwalending.org, where it posts its prod-
ucts and upcoming homeownership financial education workshops. To reach Na-
tive Americans in the surrounding communities, it posts announcements at post
offices and court houses.

5} Tiwa knows its borrowers and works with them closely to ensure they remain
successful borrowers. For example, Tiwa contacts delinquent borrowers by tele-
phone to find out their situation and work with them to resolve the delinquency
while the delinquency is still manageable. In a pre-foreclosure situation, Tiwa
worked closely with the family and the Pueblo of Isleta to identify a family
member who could assume the loan. Most recently, Tiwa is working with the
family of a deceased borrower to identify a qualified family member who can
assume the loan.

Tribal Support of Tiwa

Isleta Pueblo is a gaming tribe. I tell you this so you will know how gaming has
finally brought us some of the community and economic development benefits al-
ready enjoyed by the rest of America. Our leaders have always known that a bal-
ancing ofthe old and the new is the best way to live in dual worlds. We want our
children to continue to talk the Tiwa language and practice the Pueblo traditions
while obtaining the education necessary to have what the rest of America has, a
safe home and a secure future. It is with this mindset that the Pueblo expends its
gaming revenues on economic and community development and has a land policy
that allows for the free transfer of tribal trust lands among tribal members and
leasehold mortgaging for housing development.

The Pueblo provides capital to Tiwa. By providing capital to Tiwa to assist fami-
lies become selfsufficient, the Pueblo is able to support housing, community, and
economic development on the Pueblo.

By having a land policy that allows for the free transfer of tribal trust lands
among tribal members, and mortgaging of land interests, and removing cumbersome
processes for leasing and mortgaging inherent in traditional lending, the Pueblo is
able to ensure that families have access to financial and homeownership opportuni-
ties. As you might know, tribal trust lands are unalienable. They can only be trans-
ferred among tribal members. We feel we are unique as Pueblos in our policy of
making tribal trust lands freely alienable among tribal members. This policy has al-
lowed tribal members to use their land assignments and residential leases as collat-
eral not only for purposes of building a home but to allow tribal members to obtain
tribal land by purchase and to borrow money for business purposes and to build
their credit. In our Pueblo, tribal members are able to not only mortgage their resi-
dential lease, but also to use their land assignments as collateral for a loan.

Funding Available to Tiwa

Tiwa receives financial support from the U.S. Department of Treasury Native
American CDFI Assistance Program (NACA Program}, an annual competitive fund-
ing process; the Pueblo of Isleta; and loans from other non-profits. It recently bor-
rowed money from Oweesta, another Native CDFI. Capital also comes from the rev-
enue from the loan portfolios. Like other Native CDFis, Tiwa’s primary challenge
is lack of funding to meet the lending needs of its community, and consistently
seeks funds. For example, Tiwa has a waiting list of 29 tribal members that desire
to obtain a home loan. The NACA Funds are available on a competitive basis, and
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while the application process is cumbersome and requires grant writing experience,
this funding is vital to Tiwa’s economic development initiatives.

However, the NACA Funds are insufficient for all Native CDFis competing for the
funds. As of 2018, there were 73 certified Native CDFis, with many other working
towards becoming certified. Thirty-Eight Native CDFis, including Tiwa, benefited
from the $15.3 million in grants in FY 2018. While Tiwa applied for funding in the
2019 fund ing round, funding awards have not yet been posted. In 2019, Wells
Fargo provided $100,000 to Tiwa for down payment assistance. Unfortunately, Tiwa
was unable to provide this funding to potential borrowers for lack of loan funds to
lend and was only able to utilize 20 percent of the funds before the Wells Fargo
timeline of one year.

Increased funding for the NACA CDFI Fund, who make such a big economic im-
pact in tribal communities, is vital to economic growth on Indian reservations.

Other Major Challenges

In addition to lack of sufficient funding to lend, Tiwa faces two other major chal-
lenges that it has been working to address, with the assistance of the Pueblo.

1. The inability to use federal funds on flood plains.

The inability to use federal funds as down payment assistance on flood plains
means that the Isleta Pueblo Housing Authority can’t provide down payment assist-
ance to TIWA lenders using federal funds. Both HUD Indian Housing Block Grant
(IHBG) and Indian Community Development Block Grant (ICDBG) funds may be
used as down payment assistance. Like many other Pueblos, the River Grande river
runs through tribal lands. Sometime around 2010, without consent of the Pueblo,
FEMA aerially flood mapped Pueblo lands and published a large part of Isleta’s resi-
dential areas, including areas with HUD-assisted homes, as being in special flood
hazard areas (SFHA), also referred to as floodplains. The Federal Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 19736 (the “Act”) prohibits the use of federal funds, including
THBG and ICDBG, on floodplains unless a community or tribe participates in the
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP} and purchases flood insurance.

While other tribes have had their lands flood mapped, it has been with their writ-
ten consent, and they have been given the option of publishing the flood maps. In
response to why Isleta was not given this option, the FEMA response has been that
after the Isleta experience, tribes were given the publication option.

Flood insurance is expensive. The inability of low income borrowers to use federal
funds as down payment assistance for the rehabilitation of homes on floodplains,
many which are in substandard and dilapidated condition, makes it prohibitive to
qualify for a loan. Further, the flood mapping in Isleta was done without detailed
studies to determine Base Flood Elevations (BFEs), which are necessary to obtain
certified elevations for insurance. Obtaining flood insurance will require a borrower
to engage a surveyor to conduct detailed studies to determine BFEs.

Even if a tribe mitigates flood risks, the Act prohibits the use of federal funds
on homes on floodplains unless a tribe joins the NFIP. A community (including a
tribe) that participates in the NFIP 1s required to adopt flood standards on
floodplains as established by the NFIP and enforce these standards. Adopting an ap-
proved NFIP flood ordinance is a burdensome and costly process that requires a
tribe to hire a certified flood plain manager, develop and enforce flood standards,
require certified elevations when building or rehabilitating on floodplains, and main-
tain tribal records on all new home construction and rehabilitation. Few tribes par-
ticipate in the NFIP likely due to the administrative, technical, and financial bur-
dens imposed by the NFIP.

States are granted an exemption from the Act’s requirement that a community
join the NFIP before using federal funds on floodplains.? The state exemption ap-
plies to federal affordable housing funds provided to states, including HOME funds
and CDBG funds, and HUD regulations at 24 CFR 58.6(a)(3)—the HUD environ-
mental regulations, and 24 CFR Part 55.1 (b)(1)—the HUD floodplain management
regulations, implement this federal exemption. The Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) Reauthorization Bill con-
tains a provision that would give tribes the same exemption already enjoyed by
states, and allow tribes to use IHBG and other federal affordable housing funds on
floodplains utilizing a tribe’s mitigation plan, without requiring a tribe to join the
NFIP. This provision will allow tribes and their Tribally Designated Housing Enti-
ties to provide down payment assistance funds to low income borrowers for home
construction or rehabilitation. We ask for your support of the NAHASDA Reauthor-

642 U.S.C. 4106(a).
7See 42 U.S.C. 4003(a)(3).
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ization bill. The Pueblo of Isleta is working on developing a flood assessment and
flood mitigation plan.

2. Federal land laws and policies applicable to tribal trust lands.

Federal land laws, found at 25 USC 81 and 25 CFR 162, restrict the ability of
tribes to encumber land without approval of the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIAL and
is the biggest challenge to lending on tribal trust lands. Mortgaging land obviously
encumbers land. As you may have heard from other tribes, the BIA lease and mort-
gage approval and recording process is lengthy and cumbersome. Prior to approving
a lease, BIA first conducts a title status report (T'SR). Then, it reviews and approves
a lease already approved by the tribe. Then, before approving a mortgage, if too
much time has occurred since approving the lease, it conducts another TSR. Then
it reviews and approves the mortgage. Both the lease and mortgage then get routed
to the Office of Land, Titles and Records (OLTR) for recording, most of the time in
two separate processes. Each step in the process can take months, and the entire
process can take more than a year. For example, Tiwa has waited 12 months for
a TSR, 12 months for BIA approval of a lease or mortgage, and 24 plus months be-
fore receiving the recorded lease and mortgage from BIA.

The time it takes to close a loan on Indian trust lands deters many lenders. To
shorten the timelines, Isleta, along with Acoma and Zuni, worked closely with Sen-
ator Heinrich to enact HEARTH in 2012. HEARTH, which means Helping Expedite
and Advance Responsible Homeownership, is the federal law that allows tribes to
enact leasing laws and approve specific types of land leases, including residential
leases, without further approval by BIA. While HEARTH is an expensive law for
tribes to implement due to a tribe taking on BIA’s role of reviewing and enforcing
leases and mortgages, preparing surveys, and conducting environmental reviews,
and the reason why it took Isleta Pueblo so long to enact, it improves the timeline
for closing on loans, making lending more attractive on tribal trust lands.

BIA approved Isleta’s leasing law in April 2019. Isleta is in the process of plan-
ning the implementation of this law, which will require funding to hire a leasing
officer and contract with surveyors and environmental review firms to conduct envi-
ronmental reviews. Once implemented, Tiwa anticipates that the time for closing on
leasehold mortgages will be cut by more than half. The ability to bypass the lengthy
BIA review and approval process will allow Tiwa and other lenders to close on mort-
gages within weeks versus months.

However, HEARTH doesn’t address the TSR process which must still be con-
ducted by BIA. Neither the Pueblo nor Tiwa have yet tackled this difficult issue.
What we have learned from talking with other tribes is that while some tribes have
taken on recording as a function, it is an expensive endeavor and one which requires
an expensive database compatible with the BIA titling system. While we have dis-
cussed the ability ofthe BIA titling system to become privatized, we realize that this
is a discussion that must involve BIA. We ask for your support in helping tribes
find a solution to this issue.

Thank you for your time in listening to this testimony.

*The photos attached with this prepared statement have been retained in the
Committee files.*

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
Councilman Mount.

STATEMENT OF HON. NATHANIEL “NATE” MOUNT, COUNCIL
MEMBER, FT. BELKNAP INDIAN COMMUNITY

Mr. MOUNT. Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman and members of the
Committee.

[Greeting in Native language.]

My name is Nathaniel Mount. I am the River Assiniboine Dis-
trict representative on the Ft. Belknap Indian Community Council.
I am very proud and pleased to be here today speaking on behalf
of my people, the Aaniiih and Nakoda.

My father, Harlan Mount, is here with me, as Senator Tester
said. He is our current housing director and is one of our past trib-
al chairmen. I am very pleased to be with him today.

Historically, our reservation has suffered from 70 to 85 percent
unemployment, with a median income of $12,000 or less. Tribal
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members typically live with up to three generations in a single
home. It is not uncommon to see 13 to 18 people in a single unit.

In fact, our last HUD-built homes were constructed over 25 years
ago, in June of 1994. Our tribal housing list has more than 150
families waiting. The waiting time is about three and a half years
average.

I myself am an example of this homeownership hopelessness.
After returning from law school, I rented a place. After my rental
agreement ended, I had to go live with my parents. I had to move
in with my parents, because I could not find any housing. There
is no housing on our reservation. There is nowhere to rent. There
is nowhere to live.

Even for those that want to buy their own home, there is no pri-
vate housing market. The Ft. Belknap BIA processes only a single
digit number of residential leases each year. Between the BIA’s
cumbersome title status report and the lengthy HUD 184 process,
it took one of our tribal members nearly two years to complete
their private mortgage. He is the CEO of our tribal corporation and
he has submitted written testimony for himself of his personal ex-
perience.

The delays are often so long that either borrower or the bank
usually just gives up. Simply put, we have nowhere to live.

About ten years ago, our council created an economic develop-
ment arm, the Island Mountain Development Group. We finally
started to see a little bit of economic growth. Through its successful
e-commerce company, Island Mountain has diversified and now em-
ploys more than 200 tribal members locally. Through Island Moun-
tain, we have reduced our TANF clients by over 50 percent. In the
south end of our reservation, we have reduced our unemployment
by 50 percent. We have created a steady stream of governmental
revenue.

However, without a private housing market, our positive eco-
nomic growth has hit a substantial barrier. With improvements in
our economy, we have created an emerging middle class. However,
they are trapped in poor housing.

We struggle with bringing any more employees or bringing home
tribal members after they have achieved their higher education.
We literally have no place for them to live on the reservation.
When we surveyed our Island Mountain employees about what
they needed to make their lives better, the number one answer was
access to housing.

In August, our tribe passed our HEARTH Act regulations. We
were told that the review would occur within the 120-day time-
frame. However, since then, our council has been redirected to at
least five different DOI employees, because the designated point
person of the DOI left three years ago. The Department of the Inte-
rior needs a HEARTH Act residential leasing czar, a one-stop,
streamlined process. We are concerned because the DOI has a
backlog of 26 sets of HEARTH regulations.

We also applaud HUD’s efforts to increase their staffing for 184
loan processing. We understand that they currently process be-
tween 3,000 and 4,000 loans annually with only four staff. Addi-
tional staff and automation should help the backlog of 184 loan
guarantees.
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At our local BIA office, there is not a single residential leasing
staffer. The realty office is short four staff. Offices responsible for
facilitating tribal housing markets must be fully staffed.

In addition, the Senate Appropriations Committee recently
passed language encouraging the DOI to digitize our land records,
specifically Ft. Belknap. We need Indian Affairs to provide over-
sight and to promote appropriations. Without accurate and digital
records, the private mortgage marketplace will remain unavailable
for Native Americans that live in their homeland. We need access
to TAAMS. We don’t have access currently to TAAMS. Our tribal
land department has spent over $25,000 on mirror software to try
to recreate for ourselves the information available on TAAMS but
be%luse the systems do not communicate, our information is spotty,
at best.

Also, we propose the creation of a priority deployment mecha-
nism. This will help expedite homeownership and financing. It al-
lows tribes to designate priority housing areas which would then
become first in line for records digitization and additional staffing.

We also propose to clarify that which we already believe is the
case, that mortgage guarantees are categorically excluded from
Federal environmental review. This is something that is already al-
lowed under existing HUD regulations. We provide this language
and more in my written testimony.

In conclusion, we are working very hard to push this boulder up
the mountain for ourselves, to pull ourselves up by our bootstraps.
But most of our housing and land processes are wholly or signifi-
cantly controlled by the Federal Government.

If Congress is not willing to address the real issue, to fully recog-
nize our governmental sovereignty and restore full and complete
tribal jurisdiction within our boundaries, then Congress must pro-
vide the resources for the outdated and inefficient system that it
leaves us to live and work within.

We commend HUD, the DOI, and BIA for their testimonies and
solutions. We are willing to work with and be a pilot for any
projects that might help expedite the process.

Thank you for listening to some of the things we believe would
help improve access to homeownership on Ft. Belknap. I look for-
ward to the other panelists and to your questions. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Mount follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. NATHANIEL “NATE” MOUNT, COUNCIL MEMBER, FT.
BELKNAP INDIAN COMMUNITY

Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. My name is Nate
Mount. I am the River Assiniboine representative on the Fort Belknap Indian Com-
munity Council. I am pleased to be here today speaking for our Gros Ventre and
Assiniboine Tribe, our Aaniiih and Nakoda people. I want to tell you about the home
ownership challenges we face on our vast rural north central Montana reservation,
as well as about some of things the Fort Belknap Indian Community has been doing
to try to solve these challenges for ourselves.

First, I am going to provide some context. I was born and raised on our Reserva-
tion.

My father, Harlan Mount, our Tribal Housing Director, is here with me today. My
father served as President of our Tribal Council and has previously come here to
Washington to testify in that capacity. I grew up watching him serve our people and
am honored to be here with him today, to try to continue to do the same.

Interestingly it was almost exactly 75 years ago that several of our tribal leaders
testified in a hearing to a Special Investigating Committee for the House Committee
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on Indian Affairs, about many of the same issues we are still testifying to today and
Congress has still not fully addressed.

The Ft Belknap Indian Reservation & Our Housing Crisis

Historically, our Reservation has suffered from high unemployment. Indeed, until
recently, our Reservation unemployment rate hovered at 70 percent, and about 85
percent on the southern end of our Reservation. Fort Belknap also has little, if any,
natural resources to develop such as oil and gas or timber. The Fort Belknap Res-
ervation is very remote and economic development is difficult. We are not near a
major population center that would support a significant gaming enterprise. We are
200 miles from the nearest airport.

We do have some modest agricultural and ranching enterprises, such as our buf-
falo herds, but our geographic isolation and distance from any significant shipping
opportunity (such as air or rail) makes any production activities more than chal-
lenging. For years, aside from the small number of Tribal and federal jobs available
working in government services, our people have relied on seasonal firefighting
work or day-laborer wages at area ranches. We have many members who still prac-
tice subsistence lifestyles. The median income is less than $12,000 per year accord-
ing to recent statistics.

The Fort Belknap Indian Community has more than 8,000 enrolled members, a
little less than half of whom live on or near the Fort Belknap Reservation. For those
of us who live on-Reservation, we typically live in multi-generational housing, with
two and three generations living in two- or threebedroom homes. It is common to
have 13-18 people resident in a single home. This means our children often sleep
on floors, in places they should not be. Our housing list is presently more than 150
families-long. According to our tribal housing director, the average wait-time on our
housing waitlist is 3.4 years. For two-bedroom units, the wait is over four years. The
housing units we do have are generally dilapidated. There has been little to no new
housing construction for twenty-five years. There is no private housing market at
Fort Belknap. The Fort Belknap BIA agency processes only a single-digit number
of residential leases each year and even when a lease is issued, a home may not
be built there for a wide variety of reasons such as lack of infrastructure, access,
surveys, certified title and simultaneously given the near-total lack of any private
conventional mortgage options available on-Reservation, despite the ostensible car-
rot1 of the HUD Section 184 loan guaranty program. Simply put, we have nowhere
to live.

I myself am an example of the hopelessness our people feel regarding housing.
When I returned to the Reservation following law school, I added my name to the
housing waitlist. But after years of no movement, and my knowledge that our Tribes
had already exceeded the ten-percent threshold of housing participants who can be
at 80—-100 percent of median income, I abandoned my effort and took my name off
our housing list.

History of the Federally-Funded Housing Failures

How did we get to this crisis point? We have long suffered from inattention. In
1970, a handful of low-rent units were built, followed by a few additional units per
year until 1995. The housing units that were built in that timeframe suffer from
poor insulation and other structural deficiencies and have been susceptible to sig-
nificant mold problems. The last homes built with HUD funding were completed 25
years ago, in June 1994.

Past Failures with Using Tax Credits to Build Housing

In 2000, Fort Belknap Housing Authority was dissolved and the Fort Belknap In-
dian Community Council became the Board of Directors. Since then, the Council has
become directly responsible for housing.

Since then, we have had three tax credit home projects. These included relocating
about a dozen modular airbase homes from North Dakota. These homes were at-
ten};iled by structural, financial and political issues and sadly haven never been hab-
itable.

In the early 2000s, Housing had a down payment assistance program where eligi-
ble home buyers applied for and could receive $25,000. There were a number of
Tribal members selling their homes, and the buyers utilized this. In 2004, the as-
sistance was used to purchase homes off of our Reservation.

In 2005, the council applied for and was approved for a tax credit project to rehab
49 Housing units. The rehab started in March of 2006. But our Community strug-
gled to understand the federal tax credit laws, resulting in a number of renters
being ineligible, causing a few homeless members.

In 2006, the Council took action to apply for approximately 25 tax credit modular
homes. The buildercontractor was a company from New Mexico, while the units
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were built somewhere around Denver. This project had a number of structural con-
cerns that had to be corrected right after delivery and setup. This caused a number
of penalties that included the developer’s fee of well over a million dollars, plus ad-
ditional penalties.

Unsuccessful BIA Residential Leasing Program

Options through the BIA are little better. At the Agency level, when the local BIA
employees receive a residential leasing application package, they work through a
checklist of items including verifying a correct tribal resolution, legal description,
survey (if applicable), encumbrances and/or leases, contact with any existing lessor
that has a land contract/lease for relinquishment of a particular site on trust land
for residential purposes, and other items in the nine-page local BIA checklist.

At Fort Belknap, the BIA processes only a single-digit number of residential
leases per year. Even when they obtain BIA residential leases, many Tribal mem-
bers abandon efforts to place a home on that land due to their inability to secure
financing.

It can easily take two years for a mortgage leasehold to be completed and final-
ized, from initial request to the tribal council and through the entire process with
a final recording at the BIA Land, Titles and Records Office (“LTRO”). The size of
land, number of encumbrances (such as rights of way and service agreements), mul-
tiple uses of land (such as part of a range unit, agricultural lease, etc.), and other
issues increase the review time to certify a particular tract of trust land 1s available
for residential leasing purposes. This unreasonably long time causes many Tribal
members (and their mortgage lenders) to abandon the process of seeking a mortgage
leasehold and a Section 184 mortgage guaranty.

Despite these desperate attempts by our Tribal Council to bring housing solutions
to our people, we have been unable to do so, yet. We lack the most basic dignity
of home ownership and safe, secure shelter for our families.

The Improving Ft. Belknap Economy—Island Mountain Development Group

But in the last ten years, our Tribal economic arm, Island Mountain Development
Group, has brought an incredible ray of hope to our Community, creating, managing
and operating e-commerce businesses, realty and agriculture opportunities, a tech-
nology company, a construction company and is now moving into government con-
tracting. Island Mountain now has more than 200 employees, nearly all of whom
are Tribal members and most of whom work in our state-of-the-art customer contact
center on the southern end of our Reservation. Our Tribal citizens have grown up
in largely subsistence households, meaning they hunted or grew their own food.
Until two years ago, the only store on our entire Reservation was a gas station con-
venience store, with no fresh food. The closest significant grocery store was 80 miles
away. Many tribal members do not have vehicles. There is very limited public trans-
portation (one bus per day going to the nearest grocery store). The Tribal govern-
ment is the largest employer, followed by the federal government, and those jobs
are 30 miles away from the poorest end of the Reservation, where Island Mountain
now operates.

Island Mountain has reduced the unemployment rate on our Reservation by more
than 50 percent, created a steady stream of governmental revenue the Council has
been able to use an emergency back-stop for government programs-such as summer
service and funding our anti-meth initiative. Additionally, is Island Mountain’s sup-
port in standing up a new Tribal store and healthy food cooperative with a orchard,
greenhouses, and a professional kitchen where Tribal members can preserve foods
they grow or purchase and also learn diabetic cooking techniques.

Emerging Middle Class

For purposes of this hearing, I am sharing this background about Island Moun-
tain because through their innovation, we have an emerging middle class at Fort
Belknap. Island Mountain employees have a base salary $7/hour higher than the
average Montana base salary.

The salaries and wages made possible by Island Mountain have made a world of
positive difference in the lives of these extended families. Our estimates are that
each one Island Mountain job at the call center supports nine Tribal citizens. That
means well more than 1,000 people that are not looking to the Tribal and federal
governments for assistance-they are self-sufficient. They are financially literate.
They understand credit. They have been able to purchase automobiles and clothe
and feed their families, as well as assist grandmothers with utility bills and support
nieces and nephews and the like.

But when we survey our Island Mountain employees about what they need to
make their lives better, the number one answer is access to housing, access to home
ownership opportunities. While they are a tremendous example of resilience, of what
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we can achieve for ourselves when we pull ourselves up by our bootstraps, this most
basic dignity of having a home eludes them.

New Positive Steps Tribe Is Taking to Create Housing

The Fort Belknap Indian Community Council understands that housing is at the
center of community well-being, and is utilizing all available tools to solve our hous-
ing crisis for ourselves.

Tribal Residential Leasing Act Under HEARTH Act. On August 5, 2019, our
Council enacted the Fort Belknap Indian Community Residential Leasing Act, seek-
ing to take advantage of the 2012 Helping Expedite and Advance Responsible Tribal
Homeownership (HEARTH) Act amendments to the Indian Long-Term Leasing Act.
As you know, the HEARTH Act provides authority for Indian tribes to lease tribal
trust lands directly pursuant to tribal law, without further Secretarial approval. The
HEARTH Act is a valuable tool that: (1) empowers tribes to realize their potential
for economic growth and job creation on tribal lands, (2) increases community devel-
opment, and (3) strengthen tribal self-determination.

Our Residential Leasing Act provides our Tribal entities another tool with which
to partner effectively and increase efficiencies in residential leasing by removing im-
pediments and delays attendant to the current BIA leasing process. Our Residential
Leasing Act would move critical functions from the BIA to the Land Department
and other Tribal entities as contemplated in the HEARTH Act.

Our Council chose to narrowly focus on only residential leasing in our HEARTH
regulations in order to try to expedite the Department of the Interior’s review and
approval. We have also undertaken significant intra-Tribal implementation efforts
in the two months since our passage of our Residential Leasing Act, working with
all our Tribal departments-Tribal Land, Environmental, Housing, Planning, THPO,
utilities, etc.-and working with the BIA Superintendent, to ensure that we are ready
to begin new home construction next spring, when the narrow window of construc-
tion that life on the Montana Hi-Line allows, opens.The Residential Leasing Act is
a tool that could be used to support expedited private residential development,
which Island Mountain is prepared to lead for us.

Purchase of Home Building Business to Subsidize on Reservation Builds.
Island Mountain recently acquired one of the premiere custom home-building busi-
nesses in Montana and is getting ready to start a 59-lot subdivision construction
project in Billings. This will help them create cost and materials efficiencies for on-
Reservation housing construction as well. Additionally, we are assessing Community
needs to identify the types of housing needed—single, multiple, elder, supportive,
etc., and considering infrastructure needs like water, wastewater, roads, broadband,
schools and the overall community.

Creation of Own Mortgage Lender. Island Mountain has brought on a conven-
tional mortgage specialist, with 20 years of industry experience, to help stand up
Tribal mortgage products that are affordable for Tribal members and positioned to
be sold in the secondary mortgage market to the likes of Fannie and Freddie. She
is also working to provide education modules for Tribal borrowers and procedures
for regulatory enforcement of Tribal mortgages that could benefit both our internal
Tribal mortgages and encourage third-party conventional lenders to work with Trib-
al members in a manner they are presently disinclined to do. In short, we are ac-
tively working on all aspects of planning for housing development, save the biggest
one-our residential leasing authority-until we have DOI approval.

Still Waiting for DOI Approval Under HEARTH Act. Fort Belknap electroni-
cally submitted our Residential Leasing Act to the Department for review on Sep-
tember 10, 2019 and in-person with paper copies to Deputy Director Jim James in
Washington, D.C., on September 11, 2019. That meeting was led by my colleague,
Fort Belknap Councilman and Lands Committee Chairman Curtis Horn. At that
meeting, Councilman Horn was informed the Department’s review would include a
first-level review by the Region and a secondary review by the Solicitor’s office, and
that the Department thought both levels of review could be accomplished quickly
and well within the 120-day timeframe within which the Department must approve
or disapprove the Tribe’s submission (per 25 U.S.C. §415(h)(4)).

Councilman Horn shared at that meeting, and in later meetings with Senators
Daines and Tester, the grim picture of the housing crisis at Fort Belknap despite
an emerging middle class at Fort Belknap flowing from the Tribes’ economic devel-
opment efforts and enthusiastic Tribal member interest in home ownership. While
we were encouraged by our advocacy efforts here in Washington in September, in
the month since, we have seen little progress.

Instead, our Residential Leasing Act has seemingly drifted back and forth within
the Department. The Department of the Interior website lists as the HEARTH lead
a person who has not worked at the Bureau for nearly three years. Our counsel has
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been directed or redirected to at least five different DOI employees in seeking re-
view of our narrowly focused Residential Leasing Act.

Our submission should be capable of quick review. First, Fort Belknap’s submis-
sion is narrowly focused on residential leasing. Second, Fort Belknap’s draft is mod-
eled on other tribes’ residential leasing regulations recently approved by the Depart-
ment. Third, as we understand Fort Belknap communicated to Mr. James and oth-
ers, the Tribe is already actively implementing its efforts, including in holding three
intra-Tribal and BIA-Fort Belknap all-day working sessions to ensure that they are
all ready to begin implementing the Residential Leasing Act in early 2020. Indeed,
my co-panelist, Ms. Kunesh, has participated in our implementation sessions and
has been a tremendous source of help and support to us as we try to solve our hous-
ing crisis. We are grateful to her and her Federal Reserve colleagues.

Additionally, the Fort Belknap has been working on parallel paths with HUD on
Section 184 loan guarantee reforms, our own Tribal mortgage code, and securing
third-party partners for the delivery of mortgage options for Tribal members.

Quite literally what is holding us up from solving these problems for ourselves
is our wait for DOI’s permission to allow us to help ourselves.

We are concerned because we understand the Department has a current backlog
of 26 sets of HEARTH regulations from tribes around the country and is averaging
just two HEARTH approvals per year. We see no reason it should take the Depart-
ment four months, or longer, to review regulations like ours which are narrowly fo-
cused, modeled after recent approvals, and include just six pages of substantive pro-
visions (most of our Residential Leasing Act is definitions).

To our knowledge, we are the first Great Plains/Rocky Mountain tribal govern-
ment to adopt HEARTH regulations and one of few in rural areas looking to utilize
it. We hope that our efforts will provide an example from which other tribes can
learn in the future. To get there, we recommend the Department’s allocation of addi-
tional Solicitor resources to HEARTH reviews, as well as the Department’s identi-
fication of a “HEARTH Czar,” who is a one-stop resource to help tribes navigate the
DOI HEARTH-approval process.

In addition to securing our Residential Leasing Act approval to restore our inher-
ent Tribal authority over our own lands and allow us some escape from Federal bu-
reaucratic entanglements, we believe improvements in the accessibility and reli-
ability of BIA land records are essential for us to succeed in establishing a private
housing market at Fort Belknap.

Digitization of Land Documents Needed

The Senate Appropriations Committee has recently encouraged the Department’s
commitment of appropriate Trust-Real Estate resources to assist us in HEARTH im-
plementation:

”"The Committee also recognizes increased digitization of Indian land records
would increase efficiency within Trust-Real Estate Services. Within the
amounts provided, the Committee encourages Trust-Real Estate Services to im-
plement additional digitization of Indian land records to promote Tribal eco-
nomic development opportunities in Indian Country, including the Fort Belknap
Indian Community.” Report No. 116-123 to accompany S. 2580 at p. 57.

More accurate and more accessible land records are the lynch-pin to housing fi-
nancing. Creation and maintenance of a digital system for maps and records (e.g.,
property interest, encumbrance and leasehold mortgage) is essential for efficiency
and third-party lenders. We respectfully request SCIA Oversight of the implementa-
tion of this digitization provision.

Tribes Need Access to TAAMS

We would like to get our Reservation land records much closer to what conven-
tional mortgage lenders observe outside reservations. Presently, the BIA is also re-
sponsible for all relevant LTRO functions unless tribal employees have been subject
of a background check for clearance, have been trained in the Trust Asset and Ac-
counting Management System (“TAAMS”) for federal records on trust lands for ac-
cess, and are covered by a cooperative agreement between the Tribes and the BIA
for various levels of access to the records system. We do not have access to BIA’s
records or the TAAMs systems.

Our Tribal Land Department spent $25,000 on mirror software so we could try
to recreate for ourselves the information available in the TAAMs system. But be-
cause the systems don’t talk to each other, our Tribal Land has only incomplete in-
formation. And what they do have is often inaccurate, with land descriptions not
matching survey records and the like. But a certified Title Status Report is a re-
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quirement for a Section 184 loan guaranty and our Tribal members have been expe-
riencing waits of a year or more to get their TSRs.

Nearly Two-Year Wait for HUD 184 Loan Guaranties

Island Mountain CEO Terry Brockie, a Gros Ventre Tribal member, is a great ex-
ample of how far afield our reality is from the norm. He is a very credit-worthy per-
son, serving as our CEO and before that having held other professional jobs and
having served as county superintendent of schools. As detailed in his written testi-
mony submitted to the Committee, it took him 23 months, nearly two full years, to
secure a 184 loan guaranty. Compare that to the standard 3-12-week range for off-
reservation commercial mortgages, or frankly the one month average for some lend-
ers. At that rate, Mr. Brockie waited 23 times longer than private, non-HUD 184,
homeowners. Quite simply, mortgage lenders cannot hold underwriting open for
years waiting for all the Section 184 boxes to be checked.

Recommended Solution: “Priority Deployment Mechanism”

We agree with HUD that it is essential to update the loan guarantee program be-
cause it remains the same since it was established in 1992. We also applaud HUD’s
efforts to increasing their staffing for 184 loan processing. We understand that they
currently process between 3,000 to 4,000 loans per year with only four staff. And
keep in mind that, when 184 issues go back to the BIA at Fort Belknap, there is
not a single dedicated residential leasing person, and the Fort Belknap Agency is
presently short four realty staff. At a minimum, the Federal agencies responsible
for administering these programs should be fully staffed.

We also propose additional reforms to the 184 process that we believe would expe-
dite home ownership. We propose to borrow extensively from HEARTH and Oppor-
tunity Zone language recently enacted by Congress to add a new subsection allowing
tribes to designate priority areas for housing development. Areas so designated
would be first in line for records digitization and additional staffing support. Essen-
tially, this would allow tribes to fast-track mortgage guarantees for housing priority
areas on reservations. We propose that tribes make the designations, notify the
HUD Secretary, and thereafter the Bureau would have 60 days to get the records
in order and 90 days to generate certified TSRs. We also propose to clarify that all
mortgage guarantee reviews are categorical exclusions from Federal environmental
review so that applicants do not have to do irrelevant things like obtain a certifi-
cation from the Bureau that their home in north central Montana does not impact
a coastal zone (presently an EPA requirement for 184 guaranties). The HUD regula-
tions are a confusing patchwork of cross-references to other regulatory sections and
acts, and while we think it is already accurate that mortgage guaranties are cat-
egorical exclusions, it would be helpful to applicants to just state that expressly.

Our proposed addition to 12 U.S.C.A. §1715z-13a would be a new subsection (i)(8):

Priority Deployment Mechanism

There is established in this subsection the Priority Deployment Mechanism for
the Indian Housing Loan Guarantee Fund for the purpose of encouraging more
rapid delivery of loan guarantees under this Section. The Priority Deployment
Mechanism includes three principal components: designation by tribal govern-
ments, increased levels of supporting services from the Bureau of Indian Affairs
and categorical exclusion from federal environmental reviews.

A. Designation. For purposes of this subsection (8), a tract of land in an Indian
area may be designated by a tribe as eligible for the Priority Deployment
Mechanism if the tribe nominates the tract for designation as qualified for
the Priority Deployment Mechanism and notifies the Secretary in writing of
such nomination.

B. Bureau of Indian Affairs Assistance. Upon designation and notification as set
forth in subsection 8(a) herein, the applicable Bureau of Indian Affairs Land
Titles and Records Office shall digitize all land records associated with the
designated tract within 60 days of notice of the designation. The Bureau of
Indian Affairs shall deploy personnel as needed to review land records associ-
ated with any tract designated as qualified for the Priority Deployment
Mechanism in order to facilitate delivery of certified Title Status Reports to
the Department in connection with any loan guarantee application under
this Section within 90 days of the date of the borrower’s application.

C. Categorical Exclusion from Additional Environmental Reviews. Because trib-
al governments will make designations under subsection 8(A) pursuant to
any applicable tribal environmental laws and are making such designations
to prioritize land for Indian area housing developments, any tract designated
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pursuant to subsection 8(a) as qualified for the Priority Deployment Mecha-
nism shall be categorically excluded from any additional federal environ-
mental review requirements, including but not limited to as provided in 24
C.F.R. §1005.105(e), 24 C.F.R. 1000.20, 24 C.F.R. Part 50, and 24 C.F.R.
Part 58 because priority deployment of loan guarantees under this Section
do not alter physical conditions in a manner or to an extent that would re-
quire review under NEPA or other laws and authorities applicable to other
Department actions.

Conclusion

Thank you for listening to our long list of things we believe would help improve
access to home ownership for Fort Belknap Tribal members. We are working very
hard to push this boulder up the mountain for ourselves. What we really want is
for the Federal government to get out of the way- to put these decisions and proc-
esses about our lands back in our inherent Tribal authority. We believe this is con-
sistent with self-determination policy and the only way our people will be able to
experience the dignity of secure, affordable, dignified housing on our Reservation.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
Director LaCounte.

STATEMENT OF DARRYL LACOUNTE, DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF
INDIAN AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Mr. LACOUNTE. Good afternoon, Chairman Hoeven, Vice Chair-
man Udall, and members of the Committee.

My name is Darryl LaCounte. I am the Director of the Bureau
of Indian Affairs at the Department of the Interior. Thank you for
the opportunity to provide testimony on behalf of the department
regarding homeownership in Indian Country.

As a part of a joint effort with our Federal partners, the BIA Di-
vision of Real Estate Services helps tribal members purchase
homes. As a matter of fact, it is the top priority within our Real
Estate Services Program, to process the land sales, the leases and
the mortgages associated with housing for American Indian people
to afford them the opportunity to achieve the security and satisfac-
tion that comes with homeownership.

Tribes oftentimes do not agree with each other on priorities
based upon their local communities and economies, but I am quite
certain that all tribal leaders would agree there is no higher pri-
ority than housing in Indian Country for their people.

The department has taken very important steps to further home-
ownership in Indian Country. On July 15th, 2019, the department
completed the Mortgage Handbook. I personally signed the Indian
Affairs policy, 52 Indian Affairs Manual 4: Processing Mortgages on
Trust Properties. This handbook clearly documents the procedures
required to be successful in our mortgaging program within our
Real Estate Services programs. It is the primary resource for BIA
Division of Realty staff, and part of our effort to standardize and
streamline the mortgage process.

We have also created the Contact Guide for Mortgage Lending in
Indian Country. The Contact Guide was prepared for the specific
purpose of supporting the lending process in Indian Country.

Before the application process begins, lending officers who take
applications from prospective borrowers should use this guide to
ensure the appropriate office of the BIA is involved and the correct
processing codes are included on all mortgaging applications in all
phases of the process. Using this guide will expedite the lending
process in Indian Country.
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In February of 2018, the BIA Office of Trust Services began a
two-year initiative to develop a BIA Enterprise Land and Resource
Data Warehouse to expand data sharing capabilities utilizing exist-
ing business data repositories and analytical tools. The BIA Enter-
prise Land and Resource Data Warehouse will serve as a critical
component of a DOI-wide Enterprise Data Warehouse. The BIA ini-
tiative will consolidate all data from BIA’s various business sub-
systems within the Trust Asset and Accounting Management Sys-
tem, known as TAAMS, and those other standalone data tools, in-
cluding other systems that assist our real estate programs in man-
aging trust and restricted lands for the benefit of tribes and indi-
vidual Indian owners.

This initiative will allow BIA to integrate data from the TAAMS
system and other data sources into operational data views that can
easily be accessed as a single point for strategic and operational re-
porting and analytical needs. The data warehouse will support land
management processes to best manage and maintain thorough
standardized core business processes and data, while enabling line
of business details to be captured. It will provide other advantages
by decreasing operational costs, supporting the modernization ini-
tiatives based on reusing and minimizing development activities,
and providing management with tools to effectively direct land and
resource management activities.

Additionally, by integrating organizational data that is frag-
mented in offline systems, the data warehouse and the use of these
dashboards will reduce the impacts on transactional systems like
TAAMS, and its subsystems, that were not designed or are condu-
cive to handling large volumes of complex queries and unique re-
ports. The data mining capabilities also allow access to large vol-
umes of historical data that reside in disparate systems and will
assist in responding to compliance questions, legislation, and other
data needs.

The solution requires expanded database management, develop-
ment, and software delivery services, as well as training, inter-
faces, and continued updates of security measures to remain secure
and in compliance with government IT standards.

BIA recognizes that the business processes and rules, informa-
tion requirements, and supporting data for each of the above major
land and natural resource management phases, have significant
similarities that are applicable to natural resource management for
both Indian and Federal land. That is, there are significant oppor-
tunities for process and data standardization within the accom-
panying component re-use.

In conclusion, the BIA is committed to providing a state-of-the-
art data solution for managing the mortgages and increasing home-
ownership on Indian trust lands and developing tools to enhance
these opportunities. BIA continues to coordinate with HUD so that
they may access pertinent information, such as title status reports
through a data portal, to assist in further advancing homeowner-
ship in Indian Country.

Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to testify today. I
am glad to answer any questions from the Committee.

[The prepared statement of Mr. LaCounte follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF DARRYL LACOUNTE, DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF INDIAN
AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Good afternoon Chairman Hoeven, Vice-Chairman Udall, and Members of the
Committee. My name is Darryl LaCounte and I am the Director of the Bureau of
Indian Affairs (BIA) at the Department of the Interior (Department).

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on behalf of the Department
regarding homeownership in Indian Country. As a part of a joint effort with our fed-
eral partners, the BIA Division of Real Estate Services helps tribal members pur-
chase homes. The Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs has made it a top priority to
advance Indian Country economic development efforts and help individual Indians
achieve the security and satisfaction that comes with homeownership.

Resources Furthering Homeownership

Mortgage Handbook

On July 15, 2019, the Department completed the Mortgage Handbook. This hand-
book documents the procedures required to implement the Indian Affairs policy, 52
IAM 4: Processing Mortgages of Trust Properties. It is a primary resource for BIA
Division of Realty staff, and our effort to standardize and streamline the mortgage
process.

Contact Guide

We have also created the Contact Guide for Mortgage Lending in Indian Country
(Contact Guide). The Contact Guide was prepared for the specific purpose of sup-
porting the lending process in Indian Country. Mortgage production proceeds in four
phases: origination, processing, underwriting and closing. However, before the appli-
cation process begins, lending officers taking applications from prospective bor-
rowers should use this guide to ensure the appropriate office of the BIA is involved
and the correct processing codes are included on all mortgage applications and in
all phases of the process. Using this guide will expedite the lending process in In-
dian Country.

External Portal

In February 2018, the BIA Office of Trust Services began a two-year initiative to
develop a BIA Enterprise Land and Resource Data Warehouse to expand data shar-
ing capabilities utilizing existing business data repositories and analytical tools. The
BIA Enterprise Land and Resource Data Warehouse will serve as a critical compo-
nent of a DOI-wide Enterprise Data Warehouse. The BIA initiative will consolidate
all data from BIA’s various business subsystems within the Trust Asset and Ac-
counting Management System (TAAMS) and those that are standalone data tools
(Geographic Information System, National Irrigation Information Management Sys-
tem, National Indian Oil and Gas Evaluation Management System, Tracking Ac-
countability and Productivity System, Probate Case Management and Tracking Sys-
tem, Realty Tracker, and Cadastral Automated Reservation System). This initiative
will allow BIA to integrate data from the TAAMS system and other data sources
into operational data views that can be easily accessed as a single point for strategic
and operational reporting and analytical needs.

The data warehouse will support land management processes to best manage and
maintain thorough standardized core business processes and data while enabling
line of business details to be captured. It will provide other advantages by decreas-
ing operational costs, supporting the modernization initiative based on reusing and
minimizing development activities, and providing management with the tools to ef-
fectively direct land and resource management activities.

Additionally, by integrating organizational data that is fragmented in offline sys-
tems, the data warehouse and the use of these dashboards will reduce the impacts
on transactional systems like TAAMS, and its subsystems, that were not designed
or conducive to handling large volumes of complex queries and unique reports. The
data mining capabilities also allows access to large volumes of historical data that
live in disparate systems and will assist in responding to compliance questions, leg-
islation, and other data needs.

The major phases and related data that support land and natural resource man-
agement are:

e Ownership Management (managing ownership information to specific parcels of
land);
e Inventory Management (inventory of land holdings and encumbrances);

e Use Authorization Management (managing permitting, leasing, rights of way
activities);
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e Planning (planning activities to maintain and conserve the natural resource);
e Compliance (lease compliance activities);

e Monitoring and Auditing (availability and accessibility of natural resources);

and

e Custodial Management (maintenance of the land and natural resources).

The solution requires expanded database management, development, and software
delivery services, as well as training, interfaces, and continued updates of security
measures to remain secure and in compliance with government IT standards. BIA
recognizes that the business processes and rules, information requirements, and
supporting data, for each of the above major land and natural resource management
phases, have significant similarities that are applicable to natural resource manage-
ment for both Indian and Federal land. That is, there are significant opportunities
for process and data standardization with accompanying component re-use.
Conclusion

Mr. Chairman, the BIA is committed to providing a state-of-the art data solution
for managing the mortgages and home ownership on Indian trust lands and devel-
oping tools to enhance these opportunities. At the direction of the Secretary, BIA
continues to coordinate with HUD to develop a HUD Dashboard to access pertinent
information, such as Title Status Reports, to advance homeownership in Indian
Country.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today. I am glad to answer any questions
from the Committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
Director Kunesh.

STATEMENT OF PATRICE H. KUNESH, DIRECTOR, CENTER FOR
INDIAN COUNTRY DEVELOPMENT; ASSISTANT VICE
PRESIDENT, FEDERAL RESERVE BANK OF MINNEAPOLIS

Ms. KUNESH. Chairman Hoeven, Vice Chairman Udall and mem-
bers of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity to testify
today on the crisis of lending and homeownership in Indian Coun-
try.

My name is Patrice Kunesh. I am the Director of the Center for
Indian Country Development at the Federal Reserve Bank of Min-
neapolis. The views I express here today are not necessarily those
of the Minneapolis Fed or the Federal Reserve system.

The Center for Indian Country Development is the Federal Re-
serve system’s national research center focused on Native Nations’
economic issues. We are based at the Minneapolis Fed, whose re-
gion is home to more 45 tribal Nations and also to you, Chairman
Hoeven, Senators Tester, Daines, and Smith.

Becoming a homeowner has long been considered the path to cre-
ating social and economic health and wealth for many Americans.
However, Native Americans have largely been denied this oppor-
tunity, especially those living on reservation trust lands. In my
short time here today, I would like to share a handful of key mes-
sages to guide you in your policymaking.

First, tribes have sovereign authority over their lands but they
do not have control over the complex Federal processes to put those
lands to good use. As we move forward to improve access to hous-
ing and affordable lending, we need to fix a collection of byzantine
processes that create untenable impediments. For example, the 184
program from HUD is a very popular, much needed program. But
in recent years, 93 percent of those loans have bypassed reserva-
tions, mostly because of administrative burdens.
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Second, there is the human element. Those impediments have
deprived real people and real families, Native people and Native
families, much like my own on the Standing Rock Reservation,
from building personal assets. Those processes also have discour-
aged investment to create prosperity among our Native commu-
nities.

With that context in mind, let me offer a few recommendations.
For one, there must be an expansion of access to capital and credit
in Indian Country. As conventional lenders have retreated from In-
dian Country, Native community development financial institu-
tions, or Native CDFIs, have become critical sources of capital for
home loans. They intimately know the lending needs and capacity
of their constituents. Tapping into their strengths and their net-
work and supporting them with more funds could deliver all of the
Federal key programs, such as the HUD 184 Loan Guarantee,
USDA Rural Development 502 and the Veterans Affairs Native
American Direct Loan.

For another, I recommend using innovative loan products and de-
livery systems. For example, at USDA, it is expanding access to
public capital by providing Native CDFIs in South Dakota re-
lending authority to deploy 502 home loans on trust lands. That
could mean access to millions of dollars of housing investment in
Indian Country, and should be expanded nationwide.

But we need even more innovation to support this persistently
underserved population, such as pooling leasehold mortgages and
access to a secondary market. Recent Center for Indian Country
Development research found that Native borrowers for homes on
reservations are significantly likely to have higher-priced mort-
gages, with rates nearly two percentage points higher than for non-
Native borrowers outside the reservation. In 2016, that meant that
the average Native American borrower would pay $107,000 in more
interest over a 30-year mortgage. This, I believe, is a matter wor-
thy of your concern and examination.

Chairman Hoeven, members of the Committee, the Native popu-
lation is growing at a rate far higher than the national rate. So is
real per capita income, although it remains stubbornly low. There
is a scarcity of housing supply on reservations and an enormous
unmet need.

That is why seeking solutions to Native American housing and
lending crises can deliver a substantial return on investment to our
economy. Even more important are the powerful, life-changing im-
pacts that homeownership could bring to families, along with the
needed hope homeownership can instill in our Native communities.

Thank you so much for this opportunity. I look forward to your
questions.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Kunesh follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF PATRICE H. KUNESH, DIRECTOR, CENTER FOR INDIAN
COUNTRY DEVELOPMENT; ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT, FEDERAL RESERVE BANK OF
MINNEAPOLIS

Introduction

Chairman Hoeven, Vice Chairman Udall, and members of the Committee:

Native nations’ economies and populations are among the fastest growing in the
United States, yet the gap in homeownership rates between tribal lands and the
rest of the country remains unacceptably wide. Despite Native households’ steadily
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increasing credit scores and strong preference for homeownership, a smaller share
of Native households own homes today than in 2000, and homeownership rates
among American Indians are lower than the nation as a whole. 1

Some of this gap is due to limited resources, but restricted access to credit and
capital is stifling the development of Indian Country housing stock. Administrative
burdens, lack of access to land title records and data, and inter-agency inefficiencies
have reduced conventional lender participation in trust land lending. In addition,
federal programs geared toward mortgage lending for Native people largely bypass
reservations. Even when Native borrowers are able to secure a home loan on the
reservation, their mortgages are higher priced: nearly 2 percentage points higher
than for non-Native borrowers outside the reservation. 2

This testimony presents an analysis of these trends and proposes reasons for the
incongruity between homeownership rates and signs of other economic growth in In-
dian Country. It also shares examples of tribal government institutions that are
making homeownership work on trust lands and of federal agencies pursuing inno-
vative housing finance efforts to meet the dire need for housing in Indian Country.

The Center for Indian Country Development (CICD) at the Federal Reserve Bank
of Minneapolis uses its expertise in economic research and community engagement
to better understand housing challenges and find solutions.3 The CICD is the na-
tional economic research initiative within the Federal Reserve System. Our research
reveals a complex web of historical and legal forces that make it unreasonably dif-
ficult to use much of tribal lands for the benefit of Native people for mortgage lend-
ing and other economic development. 4

Native Americans and Housing

Today, 573 federally recognized Indian tribes5 control about 60 million acres of
land in the United States. The vast majority of these tribal lands are held in trust®
by the federal government and are encompassed within American Indian reserva-
tions. Social and cultural connections to Indian Country remain strong among the
5.2 million American Indian and Alaska Native (AIAN) peoples.? This is a rapidly
growing population. 8 About 60 percent of Native people live on or near reservations
(also referred to as tribal areas in the U.S. Census).? Options for housing in tribal
areas are extremely limited, and households confront a very different market than
the one found in non-tribal areas.

There is a drastic need to increase both the supply and quality of housing in tribal
areas. In 2017, HUD estimated that 68,000 housing units were needed to ease over-
crowding and replace substandard homes in tribal communities, and the units need-
ed today likely have increased. We believe this number underestimates the severity
of overcrowding on reservations. About 16 percent of reservation households are
overcrowded, 19 compared to 2.2 percent of the general population. 11 All told, severe
overcrowding, poor quality housing stock, and a rapidly growing population mean
the real need for additional housing units is likely substantially higher than the
2017 estimate. The precise level of need is difficult to gauge because some tribal-
level data generally is unavailable. 12 The social consequences of substandard and
inadequate housing are distressing. They include chronic disease and other health
problems, as well as harmful effects on childhood development. 13

Additional housing units are also required to meet the demands for homeowner-
ship in Indian Country. About 75 percent of Native households in tribal areas report
a strong desire to own their home, 14 confirmed by survey findings from recent com-
munity needs assessments. 15

Tackling homeownership on trust land also would address fundamental issues
that affect the entire spectrum of economic development in Indian Country and
unlock potential for community benefits though investments on reservation lands.
For example, creating private homeownership opportunities in Indian Country re-
lieves pressure on traditional housing programs that largely administer a stock of
subsidized rental properties. Quality, affordable rental housing and repairs to exist-
ing owner-occupied and rental properties are necessary but not sufficient for sup-
porting continued economic growth in Indian Country.

Tribes have sovereign authority over their lands, but they do not have control
over the federal processes to put these lands to good and productive use. The Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs at the U.S. Department of the Interior (BIA) oversees the
process for approving loans on trust lands. The path to homeownership on trust
land requires navigating this complex maze of intraand inter-agency steps and
touch points. Fundamental reforms are needed to standardize the mortgage review
process and make it efficient and reliable for lenders and borrowers alike. 16 Over-
coming decades of housing deficits and meeting the pressing demands for homeown-
ership across Indian Country require targeted investments across an array of new
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housing construction and housing preservation. The key now is to align processes
and policies, backed by a firm commitment to accountability and transparency.

Enduring Benefits of Investing in Native Communities

A growing body of evidence shows the long term benefits of investing in Native
communities and the positive economic impact on tribal institutions. 17 The need is
great and Indian Country is poised to take advantage of these investments.

As a whole, the Native population is growing much faster than the national popu-
lation, increasing by almost 27 percent between 2000 and 2010, compared to an
overall U.S. rate of about 10 percent. While AIAN household income is still far be-
hind other demographic groups, Native people overall have realized a steady in-
crease in real per capita income. 18 Social and cultural connections to Indian Coun-
try remain strong, with a high percentage of tribal citizens, about two thirds, living
on or near reservations.

Indian Country is a distinctively important component of the national economy.
Collectively, tribes are the 13th largest employer in the United States. Tribal gov-
ernment gaming and other reservation businesses employ more than 700,000 people
and offer benefits and diverse occupational opportunities. Tribal revenue delivers
billions of dollars into local economies and contribute significantly to their tax base.

Evidence suggests that tribal revenues positively influence reservation house-
holds. For example, modest increases in income to tribal citizens tend to dramati-
cally improve measures of educational attainment, arrest rates, and civic engage-
ment. 19 Other benefits from enhanced income stabilization include decreased rates
of smoking, alcohol consumption, and obesity.

Positively changing household incomes also improves economic opportunities in
the long run. The CICD’s recent assessment of Indian Country data from the Oppor-
tunity Atlas finds that Native children growing up in tribal statistical areas show
greater upward mobility for all parental income levels. 20 This suggests that invest-
ing in reservation communities equates to investments in our children, and offers
the hope of healthy and productive lives. 21

To sustain continued growth and address intergenerational wealth gaps, these in-
vestments must include housing. Stable, safe, and affordable homes not only sup-
port a healthier and more educated workforce, but they allow community members
to take and keep jobs, raise families, and build a vibrant economy where businesses
flourish and children thrive.

Federal Programs with Native American Mortgage Products

After centuries of disastrous federal policies that impoverished and decimated Na-
tive communities, Congress in the 1960s began to enact legislation affirming tribal
rights, strengthening tribal autonomy, and establishing resources to build reserva-
tion economies. The Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act of
1975 (Public Law 93-638) authorized “Indian Tribes and Tribal Organizations to
contract for the administration and operation of certain Federal programs which
provide services to Indian Tribes and their members.” 22 Subsequently, many tribes
moved to self-governance and assumed full responsibility for the design and imple-
mentation of their programs without federal oversight.

In 1996, Congress moved to explicitly address the intersection of tribal sov-
ereignty and housing. The Native American Housing and Self-Determination Act
(NAHASDA) 23 recognized the rights of tribal self-governance and encouraged ex-
pansion of reservation housing options by allowing NAHASDA-allocated funds to be
leveraged for new home construction. To further encourage homeownership opportu-
nities, Congress enacted the Helping Expedite and Advance Responsible Tribal
Homeownership (HEARTH) Act of 2012.24 The HEARTH Act was designed specifi-
cally to enhance self-governance over tribal lands and promote the efficient leasing
of those lands for housing and business purposes. To exercise this authority, tribes
must first adopt leasing regulations and submit them for approval to the BIA. This
review process has itself become a bureaucratic hurdle to the development of trust
lands. Currently, 26 tribal residential leasing regulation applications are awaiting
BIA approval; only three tribal leasing regulations have been approved in FY19.25

Several federal programs support mortgage lending to Native borrowers.26 These
include the HUD Section 184 Home Loan Guarantee program (the Section 184 pro-
gram), the Veterans Affairs Native American Direct Loan program (VA NADL), and
the Department of Agriculture Rural Development Rural Housing Service 502 Di-
rect Loan program (RHS 502). Collectively these programs have billions of dollars
in loan authority. Sadly, not much of these funds and resources are reaching Indian
Country, even when programs are designed specifically for AIAN borrowers. To de-
ploy this enormous capital opportunity in Indian Country, we must have a normal-
ized and complementary inter-agency lending process in Indian Country.
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The HUD Section 184 program was established in 1992 with the specific mission
of facilitating homeownership and increasing access to capital in Native commu-
nities. HUD describes the Section 184 as “synonymous with home ownership in In-
dian Country.” 27 The Section 184 program has greatly expanded the supply of mort-
gage credit to Native borrowers by mitigating private lender risks. It provides lend-
ers with a 100 percent guarantee for mortgages to Native borrowers, thus elimi-
nating concerns related to the collateralization of trust land. In addition, its utility
for new construction as well as existing homes, low down payments, low interest
rates, and protection from predatory lending make the Section 184 program a very
popular funding option for Native borrowers.

Figure I Number of HUD 184 Loans by Type of Land (1995-2018)
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While the Section 184 program has expanded access to mortgage finance for Na-
tive borrowers of all income levels, it has largely bypassed reservations. Only 7 per-
cent of 184 program capital funded homes were on reservations in recent years, re-
sulting in billions of dollars of federally guaranteed funds supporting communities
outside of Indian Country. See Figure 1. Other federal programs that support mort-
gage lending on trust lands, the RHS 502 and the VA NADL programs, also are
woefully underutilized on trust lands.

The VA NADL program is meant to serve Native veterans on reservation lands. 28
The program is similar to the VA standard home loan, offering favorable terms such
as no down payment requirement and low interest rates. Today, American Indians,
Alaska Natives, and Native Hawaiians serve in the military at one of the highest
rates per capita of all population groups: 133,000 veterans identify as Native. Cur-
rently, there is a potential NADL-eligible population of 20,013 Native veterans who
reside on trust land. However, between 2013 and 2015, the NADL program origi-
nated an average of 21 loans annually (the height of lending was 2003 with 120
loans and 2010 with 103 loans). It is noteworthy that most of these loans are made
in Hawaii and the Pacific Island territories. This disproportionate use of the pro-
gram outside of the lower 48 is possibly due to an established infrastructure in Ha-
waii for veteran benefits.

The RHS 502 program offers a path to homeownership for low- and very-low-in-
come families living in eligible rural areas, home to most of Indian Country. Rural
Development’s webpage notes, “Providing these affordable homeownership opportu-
nities promotes prosperity, which in turn creates thriving communities and im-
proves the quality of life in rural areas.”
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Rural Development invested more than $6.2 billion in Indian Country between
2001 and 2018.29 About half of those funds, $3 billion, were invested through the
Rural Housing and Community Facilities programs for much-needed facilities such
as community and senior centers, hospitals and clinics, schools and food distribution
centers. However, of the 6,575 loans made through this program in 2014, only seven
were to Native borrowers on tribal lands. As with the other federal programs, we
need to ensure that Rural Development programs and resources are responsive to
the current housing needs of tribes and tribal members on rural trust lands.

These powerful financial tools, established to help a most deserving population,
are not reaching Native borrowers on trust land. To address problems underlying
this system failure, the lending infrastructures in federal agencies that support the
mortgage process must be normalized. They must follow a standard streamlined
process, similar to “one stop”-type 30 model mortgage loan program, which can rely
on a 30-day Title Status Report (TSR) turnaround from the BIA. They also needs
trusted lending partners and program supports to reach Native borrowers in areas
far from the lenders. Partnerships with Native Community Development Financial
Institutions (CDFIs) and tribal housing entities are also important to connect the
funds with institutions that understand the homeownership process in Indian Coun-
try. These partnerships could transform Indian Country.

Experienced Native CDFIs and tribally owned financial institutions, such as
banks and credit unions, 3! provide much-needed credit building services and mort-
gage products to Native borrowers. These Native CDFIs are perfect partners to con-
nect Indian Country with federal home loan programs, but their services are limited
only by the amount of funding they have available.

For example, on the Pine Ridge reservation in South Dakota, Lakota Funds, the
first Native CDFI, and Mazaska Owecaso Otipi Financial, offer affordable housing
loans as well as home buyer and financial education. In the summer of 2019, they
and the Four Bands CDFI on the Cheyenne River Sioux reservation were approved
as re-lending intermediaries for the USDA 502 program. Loans to these Native
CDFIs (33 years at 1 percent) will be used for housing on trust land. While USDA
has struggled to connect 502 money with Native homeowners on trust land, Native
CDFIs already have steady pipelines of mortgage-ready borrowers and the commu-
n}ilty presence necessary for long-term relationships to ensure successful homeowner-
ship.

Then, there are state-based initiatives, such as the New Mexico Tribal Homeown-
ership Coalition and the South Dakota Native Homeownership Coalition. They,
along with broader associations that provide technical support and advocacy such
as the National American Indian Housing Council and CICD’s National Native
Homeownership Coalition, support a systems approach to shoring up the profes-
sional staff needed to plan, finance, and build homes in Indian Country. These local
and regional coalitions are establishing important networks to support a well-func-
tioning housing market, that includes contractors, inspectors, and appraisers.

Challenges to Mortgage Lending on Trust Lands

Making HUD 184 Work on Trust Lands

Despite the lack of any legal impediment to mortgage lending on trust lands,
tribes and Native people continue to be unduly hindered in using their lands for
good and productive purposes. Indeed, obstacles to effective use of trust lands for
housing purposes remain severe and troubling.

For example, the large majority of mortgages to Native borrowers under the Sec-
tion 184 program are now on fee land. 32 This is due in large part to the rapid ex-
pansion of the program in 2004 to off-reservation areas following a lengthy period
of little or no tribal implementation of the program.33 The number of Section184
mortgages made annually on trust land typically is in the low hundreds and has
shown no sustained growth since the early 2000s. 3¢ Because Section 184 loans have
federal guarantees and present no risk to the lender, their limited use on trust land
reflects impediments other than borrowers’ creditworthiness or other financial char-
acteristics.

While the BIA is making good efforts to streamline its mortgage process, 3% insti-
tutional systems complicate the full utilization of the Section 184 and other federal
mortgage programs on trust lands. These include an elaborate review process, bu-
reaucratic delays, and the complexity of lending to low- and moderate-income bor-
rowers. Holders of trust land must use a leasehold interest as collateral, which re-
quires the tribe to issue a leasehold interest to the borrower, who then uses that
interest as collateral. These transactions require two certified title status reports
(TSRs) from the BIA and various federal environmental reviews and appraisals,
which cumulatively result in a lengthy and involved process.36 In a recent HUD-
sponsored survey of lenders, “mortgage lending on tribal trust land remains a time-
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consuming process that reduces the appeal of lending on tribal trust land, even with
the federal guarantee. Lenders report that Section 184 Program loans can take up
to 6 to 8 months to process and close; in some cases, it can take even longer.”37
(A chart illustrating the Bureau of Indian Affairs Mortgage Package Business Proc-
ess is attached.)

These transactions are recorded in the BIA’s Trust Assets and Accounting Man-
agement System (TAAMS) to track and record title on trust lands. The TAAMS sys-
tem, designed to manage probate estates and payments of income from trust prop-
erty, also includes property maps. It was not designed to function as a national re-
cording system for real estate transactions on reservation lands. Nor is it publicly
accessible like county property records. Moreover, because different areas of the BIA
manage different information in TAAMS, it can become excessively difficult to issue
the required real property records and TSR certifications. One immediate way to ad-
dress the bottleneck is to provide HUD and tribes access to TAAMS, including cer-
tification for designated tribal individual users.

The continued difficulty of mortgage lending on trust land is suggested by both
Figure 1 and the BIA mortgage package process (attached).

The High Price of Mortgage Financing for Native Americans

Access to affordable capital has been a constant challenge for aspiring Native
American homeowners. However, new CICD research shows that mortgage loans
with Native Americans as the primary borrower are also systematically more likely
to be higher-priced. 38 Thus, even when private capital manages to reach Native bor-
rowers in Indian Country, they may pay an unjustifiably high premium that greatly
diminishes the possibility of accumulating equity and building wealth.

Using public data from the Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA),3° the CICD
study examined first-lien home purchase loans with attention to “higher-priced
loans.” The term “higher-priced” is defined in the data set as loans that have a rate
greater than or equal to 1.5 percentage points above the Average Prime Offer Rate
(APOR), and the rate spread of loans conditional on them being higher-priced, refer-
ring to the difference in percentage points from the APOR for a given loan. We
wanted to know the answer to two questions: (1) What proportion of Native Amer-
ican loans are “higher-priced,” and (2) What is the rate spread of those loans?

The CICD’s findings show that loans with Native Americans as the primary bor-
rower have an average interest rate nearly 2 percentage points above the average
loan for non-Native Americans. These higher-priced home loans are found predomi-
nately on reservation lands. Around 30 percent of mortgages for Natives on-reserva-
tion were high-priced, compared to only 10 percent for non-Natives near reserva-
tions (see Figure 2, Proportion of High-Priced Loans On and Near Reservations).
Native Americans burdened with high-cost mortgages had the highest average rate
spread of any group in the U.S. For Native Americans on reservations with high-
priced loans, the average spread in 2016 was 5 points above APOR. As an example,
a Native American on-reservation with a higher-priced loan buying an average-
priced home in 2016 could pay roughly $107,000 more in interest for a 30-year mort-
gage than a non-Native borrower off the reservation.
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Figure 2. Proportion of High-Priced Loans On and Near Reservations
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In the context of the high price of mortgage financing for Native Americans on
trust land, it must be noted that Native buyers tend toward manufactured hous-
ing—and loans for manufactured housing often come with high-priced financing.
The CICD analyzed HMDA data from 2004—2016 and found that Native Americans
were far more likely to apply for manufactured housing loans across the U.S., but
especially on reservations. 40 For example, in 2016, over 75 percent of home loan ap-
plications by Native borrowers on reservations were for manufactured homes. By
comparison, only 5.1 percent of all home loan applications in the U.S. for the same
year were for manufactured homes. 4! The data also showed that Native applicants
had much higher denial rates for manufactured-home loan applications than for site
built homes. For example, in 2015—2016, about 75 percent of applications for manu-
factured-home loans from Native borrowers on the reservation were denied.
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Figure 3. AIAN Loan-Denial Rates by Property Type and Tract Overlap Category
Census tracts with >90% reservation housing units

75
60%
g 45%, Fropery Typa
= — Manufaclured Homes
g 30% /\/\ — Site-Buill Homes
15%

o
Y%0a zoos 208 =010 2072 zo1d 2016

Census iracts with < 10% reservation housing units
75%

B0%

a5 /\ Properly Type
\/\/\/ — Manudacivred Hamzs
s wm Site-Built Homes

Denial Aaice
(]
=
L)
o

o
k-
o

OD
shoa  zo0s 2008 2010 2012 zot4 D16

The prevalence of manufactured housing on trust lands may derive from the dif-
ficulties Native borrowers face in trying to finance site-built homes on their home-
lands. When purchasing a manufactured home, buyers may finance their home as
personal property, a chattel mortgage similar to an auto loan, rather than as real
property as in a typical mortgage. In so doing, borrowers may circumvent some of
the delays associated with building on trust land. The simplicity of this financing,
however, comes with a high price, may be subject to captive financing, and may
place additional risk on the borrower. The CICD study on high-priced financing
found that the prevalence of manufactured housing on reservation lands accounts
for 25-35 percent of Native borrowers’ higher cost of financing. Another CICD study
shows that 67 percent of manufactured home loans to Native Americans were made
by only two companies.42 When Native borrowers purchase a manufactured home
as personal—rather than real—property, they risk owning a less stable asset (the
home alone) relative to traditional mortgage-holders, whose property value is tied
both to their home and the land underneath it. While manufactured housing can
offer less expensive construction and upfront costs, the higher interest rates, and
denial rates—along with the potential for captive financing—raise serious concerns
about the current use of manufactured housing in Indian Country. 43
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Opening Doors to Homeownership in Indian Country through Tribal Self-
Governance

Several tribes and tribal housing authorities have created successful homeowner-
ship programs on trust lands by asserting self-governance over land leasing and ti-
tling processes. They also have developed internal capacity to manage complex fi-
nancing arrangements and implement large-scale housing development. In doing so,
they have demonstrated to their communities and to the rest of Indian Country the
powerful impact of making affordable credit available to Native borrowers and cre-
ating an efficient lending process.

In the southwest, the San Felipe Pueblo of New Mexico built the Black Mesa View
subdivision in the heart of its community and created full service home building,
housing preservation, and related businesses that employ a wide range of workers
and create opportunities to develop a skilled tribal workforce.4* Employment from
construction projects created a wide ripple effect as jobs were created over other sec-
tors of the community, including manufacturing, retail, and business services.

In Montana, the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Res-
ervation established a tribal land office that assumes much of the BIA’s lease proc-
essing and title work. The Tribes’ housing program helps borrowers throughout the
reservation become homebuyer ready and complete the mortgage process efficiently,
while building up a dedicated and skilled tribal workforce in the process. 45 Mean-
while, tribally-owned Eagle Bank provides a ready source of capital for mortgages
at competitive interest rates. Overall, the Salish and Kootenai are building a dy-
namic housing market that attracts a skilled and educated workforce.

On the high plains, the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Housing Authority has an
ambitious 400-unit housing development project underway on tribal lands in Eagle
Butte, South Dakota. When completed, Badger Park will offer an array of design
options and affordable price points, mainly using factory-built construction. Financ-
ing for this impressive project is multi-layered and complex. Designing and exe-
cuting construction plans required years of careful work, starting with a comprehen-
sive community needs assessment.46 Their patience and diligence paid off. More
than a dozen families moved into these homes last spring, and scores more will be
homeowners by the end of the year. The economic impact on the community ema-
nating from this housing development is exponential, with increased demand for
local goods and services, such as groceries and gas, and access to community amen-
ities, such as schools and financial services.

In the Midwest, the Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin effectively implemented the
HEARTH Act and now provides land, leasing, title, and realty services within the
boundaries of its 15,000-acre reservation, comprised mostly of trust lands. 47 In addi-
tion, Bay Bank, owned by the Oneida Nation in Wisconsin, supports a sizable HUD
Section 184 mortgage portfolio for Native borrowers across the northern Midwest re-
gion.

The success of these tribes and the achievements of several others is illustrated
in Figure 4, which shows by state the total number of HUD Section 184 mortgages
from 1995 to 2015, and the percentage of those mortgages on trust land. Montana
and Wisconsin are among the small group of states that rank at least moderately
high in both important metrics, demonstrating that mortgage lending on trust land
is viable if fully engaged with existing laws and programs.
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Figure 4. States Where Tribes Are Making ITUD 184 Loans Work on Trust Lands
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What is strikingly important is that all of these projects are being accomplished
under the mantle of tribal self-determination and self-governance, producing models
of success for all tribes. Additional case studies are explored in the CICD’s Tribal
Leaders Handbook on Homeownership.

Policy Considerations

Bringing housing and homeownership opportunities to all of Indian Country re-
quires capacity, commitment, creativity, and collaboration. To do this, we need a
multifaceted approach to normalize lending on trust lands, leverage billions of dol-
lars or federal funding, and generate broad reservation-based economic develop-
ment. Here are some suggestions:

1. Focus on trust land

CICD research has shown that most of the public resources for mortgage finance
to Native households are being utilized on fee simple lands. Lender surveys suggest
that the additional complexity of lending on trust land depresses the availability of
credit and capital for home loans. The barriers to building housing or otherwise
leveraging opportunities on trust lands limit Native people’s ability to live wherever
they chose and to pursue meaningful economic development strategies in their com-
munities.

Addressing the issues with trust land homeownership will require coordination
and collaboration across the multiple federal agencies that assist Indian Country
with homeownership. In order to maintain this focus, better data practices are need-
ed to identify and map high-needs rural areas and persistent poverty counties, and
overlay them with high Native populations on or near trust land. The Department
of the Interior should provide tribes with current, accurate, and easily accessible in-
formation about their trust lands, along with data on land ownership and encum-
brances (including rights of way).1772. Modernize the lending process on trust land

Streamlined processes and reliable data are key components of a modern and effi-
cient lending system on trust lands. To better understand housing needs and deter-
mine whether these programs are being put to good use in Indian Country, lenders
and tribes both need access to data on a timely basis and in a transparent manner.
Requests for updated data often go unheeded, even though the data are generally
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available and sharing is not burdensome. Furthermore, data sharing, analysis, and
reporting are critical to allocating scarce resources and holding federal programs
and private lenders accountable to constituents.

Additionally, the BIA lending system must be streamlined to meet the market de-
mand from Indian Country. This includes reform of the BIA title, lease, and land
records processes to conducting environmental reviews on trust lands. The impor-
tance of well-trained and responsive BIA and tribal staff cannot be underesti-
mated—they are essential to supporting an efficient lending process in Indian Coun-
try. 48 But their apparent priorities do not seem congruent with the pressing need
for supporting more housing development. Many tribes, tribal housing authorities,
and other housing developers have yet to utilize the full potential of their programs
for housing development on trust land. Consequently, every year millions of federal
funds fail to reach Indian Country. Thus, modernizing the lending process requires
a laser-focus on tribal selfgovernance and land development tools such as the
HEARTH Act and private sector financing.I1773. Expand access to capital and credit
in Indian Country: increase funding and technical assistance for Native CDFIs

As conventional lenders retreat, Native CDFIs are emerging as critical sources of
capital. With local presences and professionals experienced in Indian Country, Na-
tive CDFIs are wellpositioned to service private mortgages, federal direct loans, and
federal mortgage guarantees. Native CDFIs also can be started with a much lower
barrier to entry than banks and even credit unions, and so are easier to access as
vehicles for credit on reservations while also providing essential services like small
business loans and, in some cases, depository accounts.

In 2017, the CICD and the Minneapolis Fed’s Community Development Depart-
ment, with help from the Native CDFI Network and First Nations Oweesta Cor-
poration, surveyed certified Native CDFIs across the U.S. about their programs and
funding. Findings from this study suggest there are large unmet lending opportuni-
ties in the industry. 4° When asked about what prevents their organization from pro-
viding programs and services, respondents overwhelmingly cited limited financial
resources as the leading factor. The estimated additional amount needed to meet
Native CDFI funding needs in 2017 was around $96 million. These additional funds
would be used primarily to expand existing services, but also to expand into new
services or new service areas (staff and capital). This includes technical assistance
in becoming certified relenders and sellers of mortgages to Fannie Mae.

Actions to support Native CDFIs with capital and technical support will be vital
to expanding homeownership in Indian Country.I774. Use innovative loan products.

Access to capital includes having funds to loan and also the ability to maintain
liquidity. This is even more critical for community lenders who provide services to
high-need markets, such as Indian Country. Federal agencies and lending institu-
tions should explore a wide range of capital and investment opportunities that sup-
port Native homeownership. The USDA Rural Development pilot program in South
Dakota using Native CDFIs as re-lenders of the Section 502 direct home loans on
trust land demonstrates the capacity and opportunity for growth of the loan pro-
gram and the Native CDFLI775. Support investment pools and secondary markets.

Indian Country also could benefit from innovative solutions that address lenders’
concerns about risk and to shore up capital for investment needs. On the mortgage
lending side, First Nations Oweesta Corporation is becoming a national capital pool
for Native CDFIs. Another possibility is pooling leasehold mortgages as a way to
offer investment-quality mortgage-backed securities to a wide range of investors. On
the risk side, the Sisseton Wahpeton Tribe in South Dakota has established a risk
mitigation pool to reduce the liquidation risk of mortgage lenders operating on trust
land, even as the Tribe supports to maintain heir homes and credit.

Access to secondary markets is essential to create liquidity and keep capital circu-
lating for more mortgage lending. Loan products such as Fannie Mae’s Native
American Conventional Lending Initiative single-family loan program provide an
important mechanism for community banks, credit unions, and Native CDFIs. It
helps to deploy conforming conventional loans that can be readily sold on the sec-
ondary market pursuant to a tri-party agreement between Fannie Mae, the tribe,
and the lender. This type of arrangement is a useful model for other lenders to con-
sider because it provides a structure that ensures efficiency of funding, suitable loan
servicing, and appropriate remedies, all of which support better systems for tribes.

Opening Doors to Homeownership in Indian Country

Indian Country’s growing population, positive economic growth, and increasing de-
mand for homeownership present a momentous opportunity for tribal communities,
lenders, and the United States. Innovative tribes and lenders are already finding
a way to expand housing and homeownership opportunities in Indian Country de-
spite generations of economic deficits, lagging infrastructure investments, and heavy
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bureaucratic burdens. They are re-establishing a connection to the land and igniting
the engines of economic self-sufficiency. Indeed, today’s tribal leaders are framing
their efforts with community-determined goals and designing new paths forward to
lift and support their people.

We need to recognize and support these efforts, and foster this forward momen-
tum. This means tackling the procedural barriers head on, ensuring access to cap-
ital at fair rates, and creating more housing options on trust lands. Opening the
door to homeownership also means instilling hope for future generations of Native
communities and families. This work—bringing new resources and ideas into action
in Indian Country—requires many hands. It can be done only through partnerships,
collaborations, and community commitments.
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The CHAIRMAN. Again, I would like to thank all of the witnesses
for being here. We will have five minute rounds of questions. I am
going to start with Mr. Kurtz.

My first question is, why do tribes need separate MOUs with
each Federal agency that offers home loan products? Examples
would be, you have the 184 loan MOU with HUD, but then if they
want to do a VA loan, they need a separate MOU with VA.

Mr. KurTZ. Not to split hairs, but we don’t require an MOU
which, in our world, is a lot more technical document. We do have
to sort of sign off on the tribes involved with the 184 process. But
I think that is a real interesting point, to look at how we could
standardize the certification across the Federal Government. That
is something I am happy to look into.

The CHAIRMAN. That is something you might be able to work on?

Mr. KURTZ. Absolutely.

The CHAIRMAN. Why is the 184 Home Loan Guarantee Program
so underutilized on the reservation?

Mr. KurTtz. Well, the program was designed to provide housing
opportunities for Native Americans living anywhere, not just on
reservations or trust land. But we are going through a rulemaking
process right now to try to reduce some of the regulations in the
184 program to bring them up to industry standards. In that proc-
ess, we are looking at ways we can increase the amount of loans
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on trust lands. But we also always have to sort of walk a fine line
here, because there are some areas of the Country that don’t have
any trust lands, such as Oklahoma or Alaska. So it is always a bit
of a fine line about how we go about doing that.

The CHAIRMAN. What are your priorities in this new post?

Mr. KurTZ. I have three main priorities in sort of everything I
do. I call them my three Ps, it is people, programs and properties.
Trying to help the people, that is why I work in the affordable
housing industry. Providing someone with a home is, in my mind,
one of the easiest ways we can help people.

Our programs, how we can reform, make our programs better
and more streamlined, and how we can give more local control. As
I said in my testimony, what works in Detroit, which I could go on
about for hours about, it doesn’t mean it works everywhere else in
the Country, and how we get our programs to work well. And then
properties, involve how do we provide people with decent, safe and
affordable housing? I honestly think one of the things we are doing
that encompasses all three is the reforms to the 184 program, as
well as our competitive program for the Indian Housing Block
Grant Program.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you think we should have a separate Indian
Housing Program, separate from the Public Housing Program?

Mr. KURTZ. I do, sir. Public housing is the 800 pound elephant
at HUD. Budget-wise, it is a massive program. We need to elevate
the Office of Native American Programs to have the Assistant Sec-
retary work fully and solely on these really unique and important
issues that are faced by Native Americans across the Country.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Councilman Mount, how come the mortgages are higher priced
on the reservation versus off?

Mr. MoOUNT. The main thing is that there are so many Federal
impediments to getting a home loan on trust land that the interest
goes up, it increases costs to the mortgage lenders. Not only that,
banks also have huge misconceptions about lending on reserva-
tions. They are a little biased about it.

I have one example. As a commercial loan, our tribal corporation,
Island Mountain Development Group, they took out a commercial
loan for a new call center. They were required to put 50 percent
down, which was $400,000, and their interest rate was 16 percent.

The CHAIRMAN. Sixteen percent, really?

Mr. MOUNT. Yes. It is ridiculous. A lot of it is just misconception.

The CHAIRMAN. What about a categorical exemption for lending
on the reservation?

Mr. MouNnT. Categorical exclusion?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. MoOUNT. Oftentimes, it is really burdensome; it is really
messy. And it is unnecessary. I also have one example for that,
also. One of our tribal members was getting a home loan through
the 184 process, the CEO of our corporation. He had to get an EPA
specialist to come and say that he was not going to disturb any
coastal land in north central Montana.

[Laughter.]

Mr. MOUNT. It is ridiculous. It is unnecessary and burdensome.
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The CHAIRMAN. Director LaCounte, you talked about TAAMS.
You are getting that expedited. That is holding up some of these
loan applications. You are going to take care of that?

Mr. LACOUNTE. I am taking care of that, absolutely.

The CHAIRMAN. You have to keep working on that. They have to
have a streamlined process, so that is not holding up things.

Mr. LACOUNTE. We have definitely made some major changes.

The CHAIRMAN. You talked about it a little bit but just so you
are staying on it. Of course, the key is at the end of all the things
you talked about, we have streamlined the process and they are
getting the approvals.

Mr. LACOUNTE. The portal I spoke about will allow the tribes,
HUD, anybody to get to the data without having to actually get
into the system and go through the background checks and the
training that is required.

The CHAIRMAN. You went through it pretty well, but just so you
are watching to make sure that results in the expedited approvals.

Mr. LACoOUNTE. I will do that.

The CHAIRMAN. Because I know guys like Senator Tester are
amazing with technology and computer systems, but guys like me
have a little more trouble. I just want to make sure once you have
done all that computer work, it actually gets the applications
through the process expeditiously.

Ms. Kunesh, how do we get some of those innovative programs
to be used, so that people know about them out there in Indian
Country and use them? What do we do?

Ms. KuNESH. The Native CDFIs are everywhere and we have
seen this in the Honorable Governor Zuni’s testimony. Native
CDFIs, I think, are really filling a void of lending in Indian Coun-
try. They are considered closest to the constituents. They know
their communities, they are preparing people to be homeowners,
not just your financial education but an understanding of the re-
sponsibilities of maintaining a home. They are originating loans;
they are actually creating loan products that serve and meet the
community needs.

I support Native CDFIs stepping into this role and through the
502 program, for example, at USDA. I worked at USDA and I saw
the billions of dollars that go out into community support and com-
munity building but bypassing reservations. So using Native
CDFIs to be the re-lenders to support that lending.

That could work for HUD, perhaps that could work for VA. But
they are ready, willing, and a well-trained workforce. Not only
that, but they are working with Fannie Mae, for example, to create
a secondary market. A 30-year mortgage is a substantial invest-
ment not just for the borrower but a huge commitment for the
lender. So we need a secondary market to sell these loans and re-
plenish the capital in Indian Country.

They need more capital. We did a survey of Native CDFIs a few
years ago. The very conservative estimate at that point was about
$48 million of unmet lending need that their constituents were
needing. We think it is probably triple that number. So, more cap-
ital, more support and using them to deliver the programs is im-
portant.
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The CHAIRMAN. When you talk about selling those loans, are you
talking about guaranteed or are you talking about non-guaranteed
loans?

Ms. KUNESH. These are non-guaranteed loans. These are conven-
tional loans.

The CHAIRMAN. So that is more challenging, who could be the
broker to sell those unguaranteed loans. How about on guaranteed?

Ms. KUNESH. On guaranteed, those are, of course, the Federal
Government guarantees those loans.

The CHAIRMAN. But unguaranteed, give me a for instance.

Ms. KUNESH. A conventional loan, a 30-year mortgage, Native
CDFI, there is a wonderful example out of Maine, it is the Four
Directions. They have a 30-year mortgage, and stacking those, two,
three, four, ten mortgages, add up to a lot of money. They need to
replenish not only their capital but they need to sell those loans,
get them off their portfolio. They are being trained by Fannie Mae
to be able to sell those loans, to be certified to sell those loans to
Fannie Mae. That relieves them of the obligation.

They may take on some servicing needs on the back end, too, so
they are also able to create an income revenue.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Vice Chairman Udall.

Senator UDALL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Governor Zuni, the Tiwa Lending Service partners with your
Pueblo’s housing authority and other Isleta government offices to
make the dream of homeownership a reality for tribal members in
and around the community. It has been incredibly successful.

You testified after only eight years in operation, Tiwa has a
mortgage portfolio totaling $7.4 million and a zero percent default
rate. That is truly incredible.

As a Native CDFI, how does Tiwa accommodate the unique fac-
tors such as poor and no credit having a chilling effect on tradi-
tional mortgage lending in Indian Country?

Mr. Zuni. That is because they had to be certified, they had to
go to the classes, and they are really devoted. The people who go
to Tiwa Lending, of course, they have to pass certain things. But
because of the process, it is a shorter process.

Right now I think we have 78 members in that group. They are
really enjoying that program. They design their own homes, they
get their own contractors, and appropriation is done quite quickly
through the Tiwa Lending. That is why a lot of our tribal members
now, and I am hoping other tribal members throughout the Nation,
car;l go to that process. It is a very, very nice program for each tribe
to have.

Senator UpALL. How would Isleta Pueblo’s residents finance
their home loans without Tiwa?

Mr. ZuNI1. They would have to go to the HUD Program. There is
not a mortgage company that would associate with our sovereign
Nation. It is hard for them to go to a bank in the city areas to get
a program because of our trust land. So it is very difficult for any-
body to go outside unless it is a mobile home, which they can take
away, but not a permanent home.

Senator UDALL. Director LaCounte, we just heard Governor Zuni
describe the unique role that Tiwa Lending Services has in pro-
moting and enhancing Isleta Pueblo’s tribal economy, particularly
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as it relates to homeownership. And Ms. Kunesh testified that Na-
tive CDFIs are “critical sources of capital as traditional lenders re-
treat from tribal economy.”

So why has the Administration proposed to completely eliminate
funding for the Native CDFI Program for the past three fiscal
years?

Mr. LACOUNTE. My understanding is that they believe there are
other Federal agencies that are much more equipped to handle
housing than the Bureau of Indian Affairs. That is my under-
standing, Senator.

Senator UDALL. But there is no doubt this is a crucial, crucial
program. Can you commit to advocating to ensure that this vital
funding is not on the chopping block in future fiscal cycles?

Mr. LACOUNTE. I can commit to attempting to do that.

Senator UDALL. Good. That is what we want you to be working
at.

Ms. Kunesh, I was alarmed to see in the chart on page five of
your written testimony which seems to indicate that the number of
Section 184 loans that HUD guarantees on fee and trust lands has
been in decline since 2016. Is that right?

Ms. KUNESH. Yes, sir.

Senator UDALL. Can you explain how CICD arrived at this con-
clusion?

Ms. KuNEsH. We obtained data from HUD. We had data up
through I think 2015, 2016, and then I think on Friday, we got ad-
ditional data and were able to put together the graph. We see a no-
ticeable dip in the volume of lending since 2016.

Senator UDALL. Mr. Kurtz, the CICD’s chart, based on HUD’s
own data, appears to contradict your testimony that the HUD Sec-
tion 184 program is a continuing success. Can you explain the drop
in Section 184 lending since 2016?

Mr. KURTZ. Since 2016, we have actually seen a 50 percent in-
crease in the amount of lending in trust land. So we are seeing an
increase after that little drop.

Senator UDALL. Since then. But it is accurate what they are say-
ing here about what happened?

Mr. KUrTzZ. Yes, in 2016, there was a decline, but we are seeing
that increase. We hope that our regulations we are currently work-
ing on will further that increase in trust land.

Senator UDALL. So, lenders aren’t leaving the market then? That
is what we are really worried about with those kinds of numbers.

Mr. KurTz. I am sorry?

Senator UDALL. Are lenders leaving the market?

Mr. KuRTZ. I can’t say for certain. I don’t believe so. But coming
from the City of Detroit, we also saw a lot of underserved lending
in areas. It is a problem that all of us need to work together to try
to limit its effects.

Senator UDALL. Mr. Kurtz, the Center for Indian Country Devel-
opment examined loans that were made to tribal members for man-
ufactured mobile homes, and found these loans are not only more
prevalent among Native Americans living on trust land but also
more costly than loans for conventional brick and mortar homes. A
primary reason for this trend appears to be that mobile home loans
simply take less time than a typical mortgage for homes built on
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trust lands, even though mobile homes depreciate in value quickly
and are not as durable as conventional brick and mortar-built
homes.

In light of this finding, is HUD exercising oversight into the cur-
rent use of manufactured housing in Indian Country?

Mr. KurTz. We do have oversight, in the sense that we need to
ensure that manufactured housing property, that the property
meets certain standards that are statutorily set, as well as any ad-
ditional standards that the tribal leaders can place on the property.
Because of the sovereignty, the tribes can place additional regula-
tions, if you will, on what a property can look like in the 184 pro-
gram.

Senator UDALL. Are you concerned with the CICD’s findings that
loans for manufactured housing come with high-priced financing
and that this financing may be subject to captive financing?

Mr. KurTZ. I was unaware of that issue, but we will definitely
look into it.

Senator UDALL. Thank you.

How does HUD work with lenders and borrowers to ensure that
the borrowers receive the best possible rate for their home loan,
and that they are not taken advantage of by the lender?

Mr. KurTz. We have dedicated staff that does monitoring to en-
sure that the program is working effectively. If there are issues, we
try to address them.

Senator UDALL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Tester.

Senator TESTER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Ranking Mem-
ber Udall.

First things first, it is good to see Tony Walters, former ace,
crack staffer of the Indian Affairs Committee in the audience. It is
good to have you here. He is known amongst my crew as the urban
Magic Johnson of the hardwood.

[Laughter.]

Senator TESTER. At any rate, Mr. Kurtz, you talked about Sec-
tion 184 reforms, how it is going to give more local control. I do
not want to put words in your mouth but that is what I heard,
right?

Mr. KURTZ. Yes.

Senator TESTER. So tell me, Nate Mount just talked about the
fact that there is climate change, but I do not know that it is quite
to the extent of having coastal waters in Montana anytime soon.

But can you tell me how it is going to empower Native Ameri-
cans, give them more local control so they will not have to jump
through those kinds of silly hoops?

Mr. KURTZ. We are looking at ways across the department to ad-
dress some of the environmental issues that are faced by the pro-
grams, the environmental regulations faced by the programs.

Senator TESTER. You are part of HUD. What he talked about was
EPA. Are you going to be able to impact that kind of stuff? It looks
to me like somebody needs to make sure they have a job.

Mr. Kurtz. It is kind of ridiculous, what we are hearing today.

Senator TESTER. Not kind of, it is.

Mr. KurTZ. I am happy to look into it.
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Senator TESTER. I would just hope that when you do your—look,
there are reasons for certain levels of regulations because of tax-
payer dollars and all that, but the truth is that you have to stay
grounded. Hopefully you will do that. I really do think if we can
empower local tribes and hold them accountable, I think we will
get a better result.

Mr. KURTZ. I couldn’t agree with you more, sir. I was a career
civil servant for six years at HUD, and had the unique opportunity
to write some rules and regulations that I had to implement when
I was in the City of Detroit. They made a lot more sense when I
was sitting here than they did in Detroit.

Senator TESTER. Do you work, does HUD work, or do you know
if HUD works with many tribal CDFIs?

Mr. KurTz. We do. CDFIs can be lenders in the 184 program.

Senator TESTER. How prevalent is that?

Mr. KURTZ. There are a handful. I could not tell you the exact
number. I would have to get back to you on that.

Senator TESTER. Do you look for opportunities with tribal CDFIs?

Mr. KurTz. I don’t believe we actively do, but it would make
sense. It is something to look into.

Senator TESTER. Do you think you could do that?

Mr. KurTz. We definitely could look into it.

Senator TESTER. Once again, I think there is an opportunity to
really get to a problem. Nate talked about it. Did you say 75 to 85
percent unemployment in your neck of the woods? If you drove up
there, you would say, am I in the inner city of Chicago, because the
housing us really tough.

Nate, Ft. Belknap I think became the first Montana tribe to sub-
mit a tribal leasing regulation for BIA approval. Is that correct?

Mr. MOUNT. Yes.

Senator TESTER. When did you do that?

Mr. MouNnT. We did it in September of this year.

Senator TESTER. So it has been a month?

Mr. MOUNT. Yes.

Senator TESTER. Have you heard anything back from BIA?

Mr. MouNT. This morning we spoke with one of the solicitors,
Mr. Dave Moran. He assured us that the process will be stream-
lined, but we are really concerned because we do have a backlog.

Senator TESTER. Did he tell you when he was going to get back
with a response saying yea or nay?

Mr. MoUNT. He didn’t give us an exact date, no. He said it would
be within the 120-day timeframe, but there is a backlog there.

Senator TESTER. Darryl, you knew this was coming. What can
you add to this conversation about getting this approved, which
will enable Ft. Belknap to execute and approve individual rental
leases?

Mr. LACOUNTE. What I have witnessed and seen since I got to
D.C., Senator, is that although I am not an advocate of centralizing
any programs, I am centralizing the HEARTH Act approvals. Be-
cause as he requested in his testimony, not knowing that I was
doing that, I am looking for that same person, that HEARTH czar
that knows the system.
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I will also add that the solicitor’s office has committed to me in
the past two weeks that they will add another solicitor besides Mr.
Moran, whom he just mentioned. We are definitely addressing it.

Senator TESTER. So I got it. In order to have a good centralized
system, you have to have continuity of employment. I don’t need
to tell you about BIA’s lack of continuity in employment. I don’t
know how many people you have worked with, Nate, but it is prob-
ably more than five, maybe more than I have fingers, actually.

That is a real problem and a real frustration. Can I get some sort
of commitment from you, Darryl, you will see that they get their
approval ASAP?

Mr. LACOUNTE. Certainly.

Senator TESTER. That is good.

Mr. LACOUNTE. We are going to address the hurdles that are
there.

Senator TESTER. I have one more and then I am going to turn
it over. You talked about the Enterprise Data Management System
and how this is going to bring TAAMS and other fragmented data-
bases into one. How close are you to having that to reality? I think
it is a great idea and I applaud the effort. I think the Chairman
said the same thing. How close is it to reality?

Mr. LACOUNTE. It is within a year.

Senator TESTER. Within a year?

Mr. LACOUNTE. Yes.

Senator TESTER. So when we have this hearing next year, it will
be done and people like HUD, the staff they want, and the local
tribes can get access to that database?

Mr. LACOUNTE. The portal itself should be within a month, the
portal to get to the TAAMS data. But the bigger database that in-
corporates other systems is not ready.

Senator TESTER. They will have access to TAAMS within a
month?

Mr. LACOUNTE. Access to the data in TAAMS.

Senator TESTER. In TAAMS?

Mr. LACoUNTE. In TAAMS.

Senator TESTER. That is cool.

Mr. LACOUNTE. Let me rephrase.

Senator TESTER. They will get back to me if they do not have ac-
cess.

Mr. LACOUNTE. I had better give myself two months.

[laughter.]

Senator TESTER. Okay, you have 60 days. That sounds good.

Thank you very much. I appreciate all your testimony. Tell Neel
Kashkari hello.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Schatz.

STATEMENT OF HON. BRIAN SCHATZ,
U.S. SENATOR FROM HAWAII

Senator SCHATZ. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you to all the
testifiers.

Governor, thank you for being here. I am going to start with you.
Talk to me a little bit about the process of becoming a CDFI. How
long did it take, how hard was it, how much organizational capac-
ity, manpower, person power did you need?
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Mr. ZUNI. They started that in 2009. We finally got it approved
in 2013 if I remember correctly. It was about a three to four year
process.

Senator SCHATZ. I assume you are talking to other tribal leaders.
Is that similar in terms of how long it takes to accomplish?

Mr. ZUNI. Yes, to get the funding and everything done and CDFI
certification.

Senator SCHATZ. I do not want to lose this opportunity for you
to tell us how we can help these individuals from the Executive
Branch to expedite this process because we have 60-odd Native
CDFIs, 3 in Hawaii, but we have 500-plus tribes and Native orga-
nizations. If this ends up being the solution because the private
lenders are skittish about being in this market, then we need to
do a lot better than 60. We really need to scale this up and make
it workable. Because you are a well-organized tribe, well led, you
are able to kind of plow through the bureaucratic morass.

My question is, how can we make it quicker and how can we ask
these people to make it quicker?

Mr. ZunNIi. Of course the help through you, to expedite it by
changing the policies or whatever you can, and working with the
BIA and HUD to eliminate some of these obstacles that we face.

Senator SCHATZ. Mr. Kurtz, what do we need to do about this?
I don’t believe most of this is required by statute. I just think this
is a regulatory thicket that has sort of emerged over many, many
years. And in your defense, CDFI, when we developed the statutes,
including those that govern the agencies that you are in charge of,
we didn’t anticipate this solution to kind of emerge. But now that
it has, what do we do about making a CDFI like a 18-month proc-
ess or a 12-month process and not a labyrinth that has to be navi-
gated?

Mr. KurTz. The CDFIs are managed at the Treasury Department
so I am not really able to speak to that issue.

Senator SCHATZ. Is there anyone who can speak to this issue?

[No audible response.]

Senator SCHATZ. Let me do it this way, Mr. Kurtz. This is the
problem. Somebody comes to the Federal Government and says,
your housing, so help me do housing. Then you say, well, I do this
portion of housing and you have to go talk to this other agency.
And you have to talk to another part of the agency that I am in
charge of, and on and on. Especially when you are in the develop-
ment business, you have to deal with a bunch of stuff on the pri-
vate sector side, county approvals and everything else, then they
end up sort of stuck not even knowing who they are supposed to
talk to first.

Mr. Kurtz, can you help us by reducing to writing a flowchart on
how all of this is supposed to work? I am going to ask you to do
it. You can do it with BIA or whomever.

But it seems to me that we should not be satisfied with “that is
Treasury.” I get that is Treasury. I understand how the govern-
ment works. But the question becomes how do we make this man-
ageable for someone whose full-time job is not to become a CDFI.
You just got just passed a note. Is it useful information to all of
us?
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Mr. KURTZ. I hope so. We are happy to increase the participation
of CDFIs in the 184 program. We would love to do that. The cre-
ation of CDFI, I am happy to talk to the Treasury Department to
have a better understanding about how that works and see if there
are ways we can assist in increasing the CDFIs in tribal lands.

Senator SCHATZ. Governor, was there a document, say a one-page
document that says here is your punchlist, who you have to talk
to and in what order?

Mr. ZuNI. No. It took quite a while to get it through.

Senator SCHATZ. Can we work together between our Federal
agencies and develop a one-page punchlist of here is what you need
to do to become a CDFI?

Mr. KURTZ. Absolutely. I would have to talk to Treasury about
that.

Senator SCHATZ. The other question I have, and I didn’t quite get
the answer following up on Vice Chairman Udall’s question, are
private lenders leaving the market?

Mr. KurTz. I think we are seeing generally there have been less
184 loans over the last few years. But as a proportion, we are see-
ing an increase in the trust land loans taking place.

Senator SCHATZ. Okay. Can we get some fidelity on that data,
how it all breaks down?

Mr. KURTZ. Sure.

Senator SCHATZ. I think the other question is, if there are major
shifts in what is happening in the lending market, not just the sort
of raw data on, it used to be 40 percent private lenders and now
it is 32 percent, but why? Also, whether we should be concerned
because if the needs are being met, I don’t care whether it is a
CDFTI or some other way to get the capital into the community. But
the question I have is what exactly is happening with private lend-
ing? Is it problematical enough to rise to the level of public policy,
or is it just sort of the vagaries of the market?

Can you get back to us on both what the data shows and then
what, if anything, we need to do about it?

Mr. KurTZ. Absolutely.

Senator SCHATZ. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Why did Wells Fargo pull out of the 184 pro-
gram? They were one of the larger participants.

Mr. KurTz. I would have to get back to you on that, sir, on the
details.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Daines.

STATEMENT OF HON. STEVE DAINES,
U.S. SENATOR FROM MONTANA

Senator DAINES. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

It is an honor to have Council Member Nate Mount with us here
today. It is always nice to have another Montanan. Welcome to
Washington. It is great to see a friendly face, another Montana face
here in Washington.

I read your testimony and I have heard firsthand about Ft.
Belknap’s struggles with housing. I applaud the direction the tribe
is taking, to think about how we can move to greater homeowner-
ship. It is an important step forward and you have my full support.
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I have been active in leading the digitization of land records,
which I know can speed up the loan process but, as we all know,
there is a whole lot more that we can do.

Council Member Mount, thank you for coming here today to
speak about the housing issues facing Indian Country and for your
efforts in providing a most fundamental need. That is hope.

My first question is for you. Could you detail the issues, some of
the problems you face, and how we can and how we need to be
more helpful to assist homeownership for Ft. Belknap and also for
other Montana tribes?

Mr. MOUNT. Yes, thank you, Senator Daines.

The biggest problem that I highlight in my testimony is the TSR
process. That was one of the bigger problems. Solving that would
include your providing oversight, Indian Affairs providing over-
sight. I know this isn’t the Appropriations Committee, but you can
provide oversight and also promote the appropriations. We need
that. We need to be able to digitize our records so that we can have
accurate information for potential homeownership.

The other main issue was not really an issue but it was the prop-
osition of a priority deployment mechanism. I don’t know if you re-
call that in my testimony. It would basically allow the tribes to des-
ignate housing areas, notify the HUD Secretary and then there-
after BIA, the Bureau, would get the TSRs done within a 90-day
process period.

Senator DAINES. You brought up the 90-day process, three
months. I have a question for Director LaCounte.

These housing difficulties are well known by tribes across Mon-
tana. We just heard from Council Member Mount from Ft. Belknap
who spoke about the struggles they face, some of the inefficiencies
in working with the BIA.

He talked about the challenges. My question for you is, how is
BIA making this easier for tribes like Ft. Belknap and others in
Montana to access needed resources for homeownership? Because
at the end of the day, we are in the customer service business.
That is a customer. We are responsible to provide customer service.

So if we think about the tribe as a customer, and you are in the
lﬁulsigess of providing customer service in the BIA, how can we

elp?

Mr. LACoOUNTE. First off, a TSR is a title status report. To hear
90 days, there is no 90-day timeframe. I ran that Land Titles and
Records Office. I gave them three days to put a title status report
out. I think HUD and others have confused the tribes with that
issue. I think it is oftentimes the lease itself. It is not the title sta-
tus report.

Better communication, we can do that. But this is our priority,
and it was my priority when I ran the Land Titles and Records Of-
fice in Billings, Montana. I am surprised to hear the testimony I
am hearing today. I am going to get on the phone when I get out
of here and say what the heck happened. Because when I left it
was running quite well.

Senator DAINES. Well, any help you can provide, if you have a
stove piped organization, whether it is HUD or BIA, we need help.
The last thing is a customer, Ft. Belknap being a customer, they
do not want to hear, well, it is an internal problem here with the
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bureaucracy. So your leadership to help sort that out, they do not
need to hear excuses, but need to see results on this, would be most
appreciated.

Mr. LACOUNTE. Right. I am going to look into that one. I take
that one personally.

Senator DAINES. Thank you.

If we can take this from three months to three days, I think
Council Member Mount might even buy you a dinner somewhere.

Mr. LACOUNTE. I can’t take it.

[Laughter.]

Senator DAINES. Just checking on the ethics there. Good work.

I have one last question. Ft. Belknap established the Island
Mountain Development Group as the economic arm for the tribe.
Island Mountain has done some admirable things to bring economic
opportunity to the tribe and the surrounding areas and create jobs.
It is a great story.

They have had experience, they being Island Mountain, with dif-
ficulties with Indian housing loans. They know this process can
take over two years to complete. I came from the private sector,
where the Federal Government could probably take a few lessons
from, where efficiency and accountability is demanded and ex-
pected. In the private sector, housing loans typically are three
months to complete. We are seeing two years in some cases here
in Indian Country.

Director LaCounte, the Federal Government takes two years to
complete the home loan process. The private sector, three months.
What actionable steps can be taken to align the outcomes with the
Federal process here with what we see in the private sector? How
do we take it from two years to 90 days?

I am not talking about the first issue, where we need to go from
90 days to three days. I am talking about the whole home loan
process taking up to two years. You can help us on that one too.

Mr. LACOUNTE. I will do what I can. What I am hearing here
today, is, he said it politely. I will be more direct and to the point.
There are a whole lot of lending institutions that don’t want to loan
money on reservations or to Indian people. They stall, delay. They
do not provide us what we need and sometimes they just go away.

I have a great example on Ft. Belknap. The former president of
the Ft. Belknap Indian Community, the last one, not President
Werk but President Azure, went to USAA, who proudly serves vet-
erans, at least that is what their TV ads tell us. President Azure
is retired military with a pension. He had called me, I called him
a friend. He called me a couple years ago and said, would you be
a reference for me. I am having a difficult time getting a loan from
USAA, who supports veterans.

Well, he is the President of the Ft. Belknap Indian Community,
he is a veteran on a pension and they wanted nothing to do with
him. He never got a loan from them. I am proud to say he is now
my superintendent there, and hopefully he will try to get a loan
again. That is the reality we live with.

I will do anything I can to reduce that process, but there are a
whole lot of people who do not want to loan money out there. I will
say that on the record.
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Senator DAINES. Thank you for your candor. If we just keep cir-
cling the airport and not talk about what is really going on, we are
not going to land the plane. We need to get to the bottom of this
because what the tribe is doing in Ft. Belknap is moving tribal
members through to homeownership. I think that is a critical part
of continuing to move people up through the American dream and
into a path to prosperity.

It starts many times with homeownership. As Milton Friedman
once said, and I told the tribe this last time they were in my office,
Milton Friedman once said, nobody washes a rental car. Home
ownership is very important. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Smith.

STATEMENT OF HON. TINA SMITH,
U.S. SENATOR FROM MINNESOTA

Senator SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Chair and Vice Chair Udall.

I want to thank all of you for being here. I really very much ap-
preciate it, for your testimony and your work to figure out what we
can do to remove barriers to homeownership amongst Native com-
munities.

I would like to especially welcome Patrice Kunesh for being here
today to share the great work that is being done at the Center for
Indian Country Development at the Minneapolis Fed. It is wonder-
ful to see you, and also the sister of my friend, Mary Kunesh
Podein, who is a Minnesota State legislator doing amazing work
with colleagues in Minnesota on missing and murdered indigenous
women, which is something many of us on this Committee have
been working on as well.

Thank you so much for being here. We are so lucky to have you
as a resource in Minnesota.

My office has been doing a series of meetings and listening ses-
sions all over Minnesota on the question of shortages of housing
across the board. We have had two meetings specifically focused on
the issues on Native-specific challenges with housing and security
and homeownership. Everywhere I go, people tell me the same
thing, which is what we all know as humans, if you don’t have a
safe, affordable place to live, nothing else in your life works. It is
just really foundational.

A lot of the conversations that I have had with tribal leaders
touch on this issue we have been talking about today around how
we can make use of the HUD Section 184 program, especially on
trust lands. This program is meant to encourage homeownership on
tribal lands, but we just know it is not working as well for families
living on trust land.

Here is an example. The Minnesota Chippewa Tribe Finance
Corporation is a lender in my State and has made over $10 million
in HUD 184 loans since 2006. But they have been hesitant to use
the program for properties that are on trust land because they face
such long delays in getting the certificates of guarantee, which is
what we have been talking about.

They say if these delays were not such an issue, they could make
30 percent more loans than they already do. Let me just ask you,
Mr. LaCounte, what do you think is causing these delays?
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Mr. LACOUNTE. Oftentimes, I would guess they are looking at
leasehold mortgages. Oftentimes, you have to carve out a small
piece of an existing tract to identify the boundaries that are being
held under this leasehold.

Senator SMITH. Kind of the complexity of trying to establish?

Mr. LACOUNTE. You are basically establishing a tract within a
tract which is going to require a survey. In your fine State, you can
only survey certain months of the year. I would guess that is the
majority of the holdup, because we recently opened a title office
specific to the Midwest region which is centered out of Minneapolis.
That title office is in Ashland, Wisconsin. That is all they do is
serve that region. My guess it is probably that.

Senator SMITH. It is really around kind of the complexity of it.

Mr. LACOUNTE. Correct.

Senator SMITH. Ms. Kunesh, what would be your perspective on
this? I would love to know what your research has told us about
what is causing these delays, and what we could do about it.

Ms. KUNESH. What we have heard from the field, both from the
lenders and from BIA, is that there are about 83 touch points for
every single TSR. It involves multiple program offices from the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs.

We have included a graph of the BIA TSR process, but it is actu-
ally more complex than that in that it is decentralized into area re-
gional offices. There is a lot of variation between area offices, and
there is actually variation within area offices.

So we believe there needs to be centralization and standardiza-
tion. We heard Mr. LaCounte talk about streamlining the
HEARTH Act. I think there needs to be a lending housing czar as
well.

Going back to an earlier question, I think the HEARTH Act real-
ly is a good model, as well as one-stop mortgage. The ability to
have one mortgage form, one process across all the agencies, I
think really could support Mr. LaCounte in his work.

Senator SMITH. This would make a big difference in terms of
helping solve this overall problem of homeownership if we are able
to fix this.

Ms. KUNESH. I definitely think so. We talked a lot about 184. But
again, we have 502 from RD and we have the Veterans Affairs Na-
tive American Direct. If we had a one-stop mortgage process within
the Federal Government that we could support the BIA with its
new technology, I think we would get more lenders to the market,
I think we would see much more activity on reservation lands, and
creating more homeownership, yes.

Senator SMITH. Would you say we are losing lenders?

Ms. KuNEsH. I have heard directly from lenders and from folks
in the field that lenders are retreating from the 184 program be-
cause of the administrative hurdles and processes. It is something
that I really do not know that we can appreciate, that if we don’t
get a second certified TSR within a certain period of time, those
lenders are penalized. Sometimes they have to buy back those
loans. So they are hesitant to get involved in a program that is un-
certain, maybe unstable, and they don’t know that is going to sup-
port them.
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Senator SMITH. Thank you. I know I am out of time but if my
colleague will allow me just a moment more?

This is a problem we obviously need to work on and to fix. I ap-
preciate your comments very much. Meanwhile, I have been work-
ing with my colleague, Senator Rounds from South Dakota, on a
bill that would allow lenders to take advantage of this HUD guar-
antee and make more loans on trust land. What the bill would do
is, it would allow HUD to issue the certificate of guarantee before
BIA issues the final title status report. While this is causing a big
delay that is creating a lot of problems for people, we could just
allow for HUD to issue the certificate ahead of time.

Then what would happen is that lenders would temporarily take
on the risk of borrower default, just until the final title status re-
port is issued. In Minnesota, lenders like the Minnesota Chippewa
Tribe Finance Corporation agreed that this would make it a lot
easier for them to use the HUD 184 program on trust land, and
it seems to me, reduce one hurdle that is in the way while we are
trying to solve the fundamental problem here.

I just wanted to mention that to my colleagues. I would love to
have you take a look at this proposal. Maybe now that I am out
of time, I can follow up with the rest of you and see whether, Mr.
LaCounte in particular and Mr. Kurtz, how you think we might
make this work.

Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Cortez Masto.

STATEMENT OF HON. CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO,
U.S. SENATOR FROM NEVADA

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. Thank you. Thank you all for being
here.

Let me follow up on what Senator Smith has talked about. In
Nevada, our number one issue is housing as well. I have been
throughout the State to our urban and rural areas and our tribal
communities talking about housing. Council Member Mount, I
thinkﬁlou said, is the number one issue you are seeing is housing
as well.

Like my colleague from Minnesota, we are trying to address this
issue and what we can do at the Federal level to make it pencil
out. So we are building more housing and affordable housing.

Let me talk about one area, though, which is manufactured hous-
ing. I am curious. First of all, I am going to open this up. Let me
ask just the panel in general who are willing to speak to this, the
quality of manufactured housing, is it different today than what it
was of past? I have heard concerns about the quality of manufac-
tured housing is not worth investing in, or taking out that loan,
and bringing it into our communities. But I also know that it has
changed over the years. There is an opportunity now to really find
some good quality manufactured housing that can come into our
communities and address our housing concerns.

Can somebody address the quality issue? Is there a quality issue
with manufactured housing? Ms. Kunesh?

Ms. KunesH. If I may, Senator, we have studied manufactured
housing in Indian Country. There are very high standards for man-



55

ufactured or modular, factory-built homes. So I don’t believe it is
an issue of quality.

We do have some very old units in Indian Country. I think those
are much fewer now. But the opportunity to create homeownership
through modular homes is actually quite exciting. And it is not a
quality issue. What we find oftentimes it is access to the market.
We have found in our research, through HMDA research that of all
Native American applications for home loans, 70 percent of those
loans are for manufactured housing.

We have a graph in our written testimony that shows both the
application as well as the denial rates. Seventy percent of those ap-
plications also are denied. We find that it is a captive market. Only
two lenders represent the vast majority, they are also are manufac-
turers of homes. So in terms of the high price of loans on reserva-
tion, we see that manufactured housing accounts for 35 percent of
that high interest rate. It is quite substantial.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. Thank you, because you are leading
right into my next question. I think there is an opportunity for
manufactured housing. I thought the report you put together, you
just identified it, has me concerned. Not only is it a captive market,
but I am concerned about steering, quite frankly. What I have seen
is, there was an article in the Seattle Times in 2015 that reported
that a Clayton Homes salesperson told a Navajo woman shopping
for a manufactured home that Vanderbilt was the only lender that
finances on her tribal land. That was not true.

I do have a concern that what we are seeing more of is this type
of predatory opportunities occurring on tribal land. The article that
I was referring to is part of a series of articles on predatory manu-
factured housing in the Seattle Times from 2015 to 2016. They
found that Native Americans were targeted by steering practices by
manufactured homes sales people. That was before the CFPB,
which is the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau, banned the
practice. However, Congress reversed the prohibition when it
passed S. 2155.

That is my concern, is that now we are going to go back to the
days of steering and more of this happening in our communities.
I think it is incumbent upon all of us to really highlight what is
going on and demand that the prohibition is put in place, because
we are seeing what is happening.

So I guess for purposes of Mr. LaCounte and Mr. Kurtz, do you
have any concerns? Is your data telling you that what you are see-
ing, or any type of steering or activity when it comes to manufac-
tured homes in our tribal communities?

Mr. KurTz. I have not seen anything about steering with manu-
factured home loans. But I will say to the quality issue, however,
you can almost get better built than stick built with manufactured
homes. We actually had an expo last year about innovative housing
methods on the Mall. I believe we are going to have it again this
year. We will be sure you get an invite to seeing some of these in-
novative manufactured housing processes.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. There is an opportunity here.

Mr. KURTZ. Yes.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. LaCounte, do you see any type of
steering? Are you concerned? Is this on your radar at all?
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Mr. LACOUNTE. My concern would be that there are so few lend-
ers out there that in certain cases, you would only have access to
one for any given land base. That would be my concern more so
than anything. Like I said earlier, there are a lot of people who are
very reluctant to loan money in Indian Country to Indian people
on trust lands, on restricted lands.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. Ms. Kunesh, what are you seeing? Are
you seeing that? Is there any concern about steering or any type
of activity like that, taking advantage?

Ms. KUNESH. I think the data show that there is some concern,
definitely. We recently published a paper, and my colleague, Rich-
ard Todd, really looked at race and location. We looked at manufac-
tured housing specifically.

But to the question of who is lending, we are finding that Native
CDFIs are actually starting to look at the manufactured housing
market as well, really most importantly, to give their constituents,
their borrowers, an option. Sadly, it is just not well known.

If someone is really direly needing a home and there is a manu-
factured home available, it sounds very enticing. They will go the
quick route rather than the longer route. So I do think perhaps Na-
tive CDFIs also have a very important role in this market.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. I have one final follow up.

Ms. Kunesh, you talked about HMDA data.

Ms. KUNESH. Yes.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. Because that was really important for
you to gather the information you did in your report.

Ms. KUNESH. Yes.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. I have concerns that really, the Dodd-
Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act actually
required that lenders report 22 additional data points. But that has
since changed, again going back to the legislation that I just talked
about. That is no longer the case.

Ms. KUNESH. Right.

Senator CORTEZ MASTO. Without access to that information, is
that having a negative impact on the information you can gather
to determine what is happening, whether the steering is going on,
whether there are predatory practices, or whether there is discrimi-
nation? I am curious. Or do you have access to that data?

Ms. KuNEsH. We do have access to HMDA. However, it seems
that the current HMDA data captures only about 80 percent of
mortgages in rural areas. Nevada is the most rural State in the
Nation. So we don’t know exactly what is going on, for example, in
these large territories, these large regions.

But it can get even lower than 60 percent or even 30 percent
when we talk about Indian Country. Indian Country is largely in-
visible in the data. We are often called Asterisk Nation because we
don’t appear to merit a note in terms of mortgage lending or in
terms of demographics. We know a lot about disparities, but we
don’t know the real contextual details.

So HMDA is very, very important, I would say vitally important,
to really understanding who is lending, where they are lending,
who is not lending, and then to dig down deep to why they are not
lending.
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Senator CORTEZ MASTO. Thank you. Let me say that is why I in-
troduced the Home Loan Quality Transparency Act. I think we
need to ensure that that HMDA data, all of that data, is made
available, so that we can identify areas to potentially prevent any
type of predatory lending or discrimination. But I identify areas
that we need to focus on when it comes to housing needs across
this Country, including in our rural and tribal communities.

Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Kurtz, what are the lending institutions that
are lending in Indian Country like with the 184 program? Both
Wells Fargo and BofA no longer are doing it. Who is?

Mr. KurTZ. Smaller banks, but I will have to say that we have
sort of a number of institutions that are interested in participating
in the 184 program. We hope that the new regulations that we are
in the process of working on will expedite and allow them to join
the program.

The CHAIRMAN. Director LaCounte, Section 3 of the Helping Ex-
pedite and Advance Responsible Tribal Ownership Act of 2012, the
HEARTH Act, requires the BIA to conduct a study regarding the
history and experience of Indian tribes that have chosen to assume
responsibilities for operating the Indian Land Title and Records Of-
fice functions from the BIA. What is the status of the report? When
can we expect it?

Mr. LACOUNTE. I do not know. I will get some direction there.
I will get back to the Committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Okay. Thank you.

Vice Chairman.

Senator UDALL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Kurtz, New Mexico is home to 19 pueblos. Traditional pueblo
homes are adobe and can be over 100 years old. They often do not
have running water or plumbing. But families continue to use
these residences for ceremonial feast day gatherings or for other
cultural purposes. So it is not unusual that many pueblo families
have an additional primary place of residence that can accommo-
date 21st century living on the reservation.

Native CDFlIs, like Tiwa, understand this unique New Mexican
reality. I would like to know what HUD is doing to work with the
pueblos on this issue. What is HUD doing to ensure that the Sec-
tion 184 program works for pueblo homeowners who want to own
and occupy a modern home on their reservation while continuing
to own and maintain their traditional pueblo residences?

Mr. LACOUNTE. First of all, I saw some of these homes just a few
weeks ago in your Pueblo. They are really fascinating.

Senator UDALL. In Isleta.

Mr. LACOUNTE. Yes, in Isleta.

We do have the Indian Housing Block Grant Program as well as
the Indian Community Development Block Grant Program that can
provide funds to rehab these homes. But there are some statutory
requirements about the 184 program in what the homes need to
have, like running water and electricity.

Senator UDALL. You will work with us on that, to make sure that
works for these situations?

Mr. LACOUNTE. I would be happy to get back to you.

Senator UDALL. Governor Zuni, this is a serious issue, is it not?
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Mr. ZuNlI. Yes, it is because like I stated one time some people
aren’t qualified to have two loans through the HUD Program. Tra-
ditionally, if you do have a home, a new housing development, and
they are appointed for a position, then they don’t qualify for a tra-
ditional home. It is very hard on them.

The one thing that I stated, we don’t want to lose our traditions
and our customs. We have to maintain them as much as we can.

Senator UDALL. Thank you.

Mr. Kurtz, the Native American Housing Assistance and Self De-
termination Act, or NAHASDA, is a critically important program
for addressing the housing needs of Indian Country, which for
many tribal communities is substantial. When compared with the
national average, tribal households are three times more likely to
live in an overcrowded house, and eleven times more likely to live
in a house that has inadequate plumbing.

NAHASDA’s authorization expired in 2013. Unfortunately, we
have been unable to reauthorize this Federal law because some
members object to including Native Hawaiians, for misguided rea-
sons, although Native Hawaiians are already included in
NAHASDA.

I have introduced legislation and amendments to reauthorize
NAHASDA so tribes can have budget certainty and clarity that the
Federal Government is upholding its trust and treaty responsibil-
ities to provide safe and suitable housing for tribes. But my efforts
have failed largely due to the aforementioned Native Hawaiian
issue.

Now, I would like to get the Administration’s position on this
issue. Do you agree that NAHASDA should be reauthorized to in-
clude all Native communities that currently benefit from its Fed-
eral housing programs?

Mr. KurTZ. We would support the reauthorization of NAHASDA
in whatever form we receive it from Congress.

Senator UDALL. But my question is a little more specific. You ac-
cept all of the folks that are in NAHASDA now and all the tribes
that are in NAHASDA now?

Mr. KurTz. We support the reauthorization of NAHASDA.

Senator UDALL. Okay. Thank you very much.

Thanks, Mr. Chairman. Thanks to all the Senators who came
today and participated.

The CHAIRMAN. With that, I want to again thank the witnesses
for their testimony. The hearing record will be open for two weeks.

With that, again, thank you and we are adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 4:21 p.m., the Committee was adjourned.]



APPENDIX

PREPARED STATEMENT OF TERRY BROCKIE, MEMBER, GROS VENTRE TRIBE OF FORT
BELKNAP INDIAN ComMMUNITY (FBIC); CEO, ISLAND MOUNTAIN DEVELOPMENT
Group (IMDG)

My name is Terry Brockie. I am an enrolled member of the Gros Ventre Tribe
of the Fort Belknap Indian Community (FBIC) in north-central Montana, and I am
the Chief Executive Officer of Island Mountain Development Group, the economic
development arm of FBIC. I first want to commend the intent and initiative of the
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs to address the lack of home ownership that ex-
ists by Tribal Members.

I would likely be considered affluent as compared to the overall Tribal member-
ship, yet I too am only two generations removed from poverty. I myself obtained my
own home financing through the HUD-184 program, and it was a terrible experi-
ence.

I submit this testimony in the hope that other Tribal members across Indian
Country can utilize this important program for Tribes and not experience my frus-
tration and significant delays.

The Fort Belknap Indian Community (FBIC)

The Fort Belknap Indian Reservation is homeland to the Gros Ventre (Aaniiih)
and the Assiniboine (Nakoda) Tribes. The Fort Belknap Indian Reservation is geo-
graphically isolated in Montana, located forty miles south of the Canadian border
and twenty miles north of the Missouri River. The Fort Belknap Indian Reservation
encompasses an area consisting of 675,147 acres. The main industry is agriculture,
consisting of small cattle ranches, raising alfalfa hay for feed and larger dry land
farms. Fort Belknap has a tribal membership of 8,000 enrolled members, with an-
nual median income of less than $12,000.

Problems With Accessing Housing & Financing In Montana

In Montana, Native Americans Have The Most Significant Housing Crisis

A 2013 report sponsored by the National American Indian Housing Council found
that 40 percent of on-reservation housing in the United States is considered sub-
standard, compared with 6 percent of all U.S. housing outside Indian Country.

Nearly one-third of reservation homes are overcrowded. A 2017 report by the
YMCA Missoula titled Montana Racial Equity Report (https:/ /ywcaofmissoula.org/
wp-content | uploads /| 2017-Montana-Racial-Equity-Report-Full.pdf) elaborated spe-
cifically on Montana:

Housing Discrimination in Montana:

e In 2003, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) con-
ducted a study in Montana, Minnesota, and New Mexico on housing discrimina-
tion. HUD found that Native Americans are discriminated against more often
than any other ethnic minority in renting housing.

e In Montana, Native American renters experienced consistent adverse treatment
comparable to White renters 28.6 percent of the time.

e While the HUD investigation was conducted in 2003, this issue of rental dis-
crimination has not gone away. In 2014, the Montana Human Rights Commis-
sion received fifty complaints of housing discrimination against Native Ameri-
cans on the basis of race. Other complaints of racial discrimination included 37
from African Americans and none from White Americans.

Lack of Access to Private Credit/Mortgages Off-Reservation in Mon-
tana:

e In Montana, American Indians are 8-10 percent more likely to have a mortgage
application denied than non-American Indians with the same or similar credit,
and in general, minority applicants are more likely to have loan applications de-
nied than White applicants.

(59)
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Problems With Accessing Housing & Financing On Ft. Belknap

Historical Housing Issues on Ft. Belknap

The norm on my reservation is a non-existent housing market. On my reservation,
new home ownership has been almost non-existent (almost no new homes in 25
years) due to a lack of access to capital on Trust Lands, among other issues. Most
forms of historical home ownership on our reservation have been in the form of
HUD mutual-help and tax-credit ownership. If for some reason and in rare cir-
cumstances, an individual Tribal member has collateral, they may be eligible for a
conventional mortgage. I know of one individual, who is married to an enrolled Trib-
al member, that utilized a substantial herd of cattle as collateral to obtain credit
for their home.

Because of the lack of a housing market, our tribal membership has a lack of
knowledge about a conventional home mortgage process (e.g., the importance of
credit building, credit score, debt-to-income ratio, etc.). In fact, the Tribal member-
ship has been conditioned to only utilize a designated Tribal housing entity, thus
creating a dependence on federal housing programs and funds.

Diversification in the scope of financial products and delivery of those products
is necessary to the autonomy for Tribes to utilize the home mortgage process
through CDFIs, etc.

It is important to allow Tribal membership to build credit, equity, and have a
home that appreciates rather than depreciates in value. Because of the non-existent
home market and ignorance about the home mortgage process, perceptions are often
skewed as to what the overall value of home ownership brings for the financial
health to the individual, family, and community. The idea of a 30-year home mort-
gage, fixed interest rate, and the six-figure price often associated with the purchase
of a home is often intimidating to a Tribal member that may be one generation re-
moved from poverty.

Shifting Income Demographics & Increased Demand for Middle Class Housing

During this past generation, there have been many changes that include growth
in tribal economies (like Ft. Belknap the past 7 years) and a new variance in bor-
rower demographics within reservations. As such, I strongly feel that policy makers
should reward tribal members seeking genuine independent homeownership, outside
of the federal programs that foster a more dependent mindset. Tribal members need
options like all Americans.

Our tribal nation has historically struggled with 80 percent unemployment. IMDG
now employs almost 200 full-time employees, and we are growing. We recently had
two job openings and had approximately 40—80 job applicants for each opening. In
the southern part of the reservation where our headquarters are located, we have
reduced public assistance by 48 percent.

As our employees thrive and grow, they enter a new middle class for our commu-
nity and are ready for home ownership. Yet we have no housing inventory to offer
them. In order to buy a home, most have to live and commute 60 or more miles
away from our reservation. In addition, for the handful of employees we would like
to recruit from other locations, the lack of housing is a significant deterrent to work-
ing for us.

My Personal Experience with HUD 184 Program—23 Times Slower Than Private
Sector

I am only aware of two other Tribal members, besides myself, on the Fort Belknap
Indian Reservation who have completed the private loan process to secure a home.
I began the Section 184 process on July 2nd, 2014 and signed the final document
(to the best of my recollection) on May 10th, 2016. The process took me 23 months
to secure my home through the HUD Section 184 Home Buyer Program and live
on my reservation.

Broken TSR Process

In my experience, the certified Title Status Report (TSR) process is dysfunctional
and remains the BIGGEST problem in the entire home application process. For the
Tribal lease that I had approved through my Tribal Council, it took over 12 months
to secure a certified TSR from the BIA for my home application. After much work
and clarification of the lease and home loan process had occurred, the local BIA then
submitted my home ownership application to the Regional BIA office for title review
and recording.

The single biggest impediment to the successful use and implementation of the
HUD 184 program is the slow process for BIA/Tribal/HUD approval of the paper-
work and approval requirements for trust lands. Specifically, the Title Status Report
(TSR) process takes too long to be practically useful. The BIA Rocky Mountain Re-
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gion is a substantial impediment in this home approval chain. We are uncertain if
it is understaffing, underfunding or lack of experience, but any process that takes
approximately 23x longer than a regular private marketplace transaction is clearly
broken.

These unwarranted delays are particularly costly in regions like ours where the
winters are harsh and the building seasons are very short. Thus, quick timing in
coordination with the tight building seasons is essential to creating private housing
development on the reservation.

Many provisions in the HUD regulations put deadlines and requirements on the
borrower in order to reduce the risk on HUD. However, almost nothing in the regu-
lations put any requirements on HUD or DOI or the Tribe to ensure the process
is quick and efficient for the borrower, thus reducing the borrower’s and builders’
risks.

Additional Government Bureaucracy in a Private Sector Timeline

In addition to the TSR process, there were many other delays in the governmental
processes. Most of my home loan application documents required a Tribal chair-
man’s signature as the authorized signer on behalf of a Tribe. I am not sure if this
is a CFR, HUD, or is something Tribes have the autonomy to change. Perhaps this
could be addressed through the Tribe itself, but nevertheless it was often hard to
track down our chairman due to his availability and accountability to 8,000 tribal
members. I had one step in my home loan process that sat on the Director of Real-
ty’s desk for over 2 months. I had to constantly check on the status of their review
of my application.

I was told that I needed EPA forms filled out that required a designation and en-
vironmental review if my home was located next to a wetland or coastal plain (there
are none at Ft. Belknap). Just finding the proper Tribal official that could certify
(which may be non-existent for some Tribes) and sign on the form created another
bureaucratic exploration within the Tribal Government. There are many other ex-
amples, such as the coastal management form, that the potential homeowner needs
to search out the proper individual or program as it relates to forms or proper signa-
tures for the forms. This was a costly and time-consuming process when you are
working full-time and have to take personal time off, often to have it wasted be-
cause an individual was not there, no one is certified to review, or the Tribe is un-
sure who an individual should be directed to.

With respect to HUD, my application finally was submitted to the regional HUD
office in Denver at the end of the fiscal year and I was told that they had placed
a freeze on approval of individual home loan packages in order to perform fiscal
year end auditing. They said it would take two weeks. It actually took five to six
weeks. In addition to the BIA bureaucratic process that took many months, this ad-
ditional delay meant that it would be another 8 months until my home mortgage
was completed.

HUD Underwriting Rigidity

We recently visited with the Assistant Secretary for Policy Development and Re-
search at HUD and several members of ONAP, and we questioned these representa-
tives on how often underwriting guidelines are reviewed considering changing mar-
kets and what data is used to determine policy changes balanced with wise risk
management. We were told that the policies have not been updated since the incep-
tion of the HUD 184 program in 1992, and there is no transparency in data used
for consideration. What was originally considered flexible underwriting is now con-
sidered rigid underwriting due to the vast changes in markets and housing applica-
tions since 1992. This rigidity limits eligibility with outdated, unsupported restric-
tions. Tribal members deemed ineligible due to these restrictions may easily qualify
with alternative programs offered off of the reservation. The limiting factor is the
location of the home—thereby discouraging growth on trust lands in tribal commu-
nities. Loans offered through other federal entities undergo regular reconsideration
supported by current data. The HUD 184 program underwriting, policies, and proc-
esses need significant updating to remain an effective source of financing, and to
increase the impact of the program’s original intent.

Chronically Underfunded and Under-Resourced

In my opinion, tribal departments (especially in the Plains and Rocky Mountain
Regions) are chronically underfunded, under-resourced, and do not have updated
leasing practices—all contributing to inefficiencies in the home loan process. Addi-
‘fc_ional funding to enhance Tribal governments for residential housing would be bene-
icial.
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Lack of Appropriate Home Appraisal Process

In addition, with regard to the home appraisal process, the appraiser could not
find a single home on my reservation that could be utilized as a comparable home
to give value on reservation. This shows the genuine lack of knowledge about the
tribal housing market and struggle appraisers have in even looking for reservation
based comparable homes.

Contrast with Private Sector—23 Times Slower

In contrast, prior to the purchase of my current home on my reservation, I was
going to purchase a home through a conventional home mortgage process off-res-
ervation. That whole process would have taken no more 30-90 days from the begin-
ning of the application process to actual home ownership with my family. In three
weeks, I was pre-approved by a financial institution, met with a realtor, searched
for a home, selected a home after the negotiation of price, and scheduled the home
inspection process. At the time, I was informed it would have been another 2 to 3
weeks to be in the home.

Many individuals who begin the Section 184 Home Buyer Program understand-
ably lose patience in the process due to the substantial bureaucracy and inefficiency
of the program, and so do the mortgage providers. Despite qualifying, having all my
paperwork completed correctly, and my housing all lined up, it took 23 months to
complete my mortgage through the HUD 184 process.

Consequently, and to no one’s surprise, there is also a direct correlation to the
reduction in the banks that are willing to provide a Section 184 loan package due
to these delays. Mortgage lenders told me inasmuch, it is not economically viable
for them to participate in lending under HUD 184 because of the federal govern-
ment’s delays.

One mortgage lender shared with me that on average they generally close their
mortgages with one (1) month.

Which means it took the CEO of our economic development corporation 23 times
longer to obtain a HUD-184 home mortgage on trust land on the Ft. Belknap res-
ervation than in took an average consumer anywhere else in the United States.
Twenty-three (23) times longer.

Potential Solutions

In addition to having been thinking about these reforms ourselves for a very long
time, we have been meeting with several mortgage providers for their insights and
input. Almost twenty years ago, in the 2000s, there were nearly 30 banks and lend-
ers participating in the HUD 184 program, we understand that today that is now
in the single digits. When we met with mortgage providers, their recommendations
for reform matched with ours below and those included in Ft. Belknap Councilman
Mount’s oral and written testimony.

TSR Process: Give Tribal Control & Digitization

Perhaps most importantly, federal resources must be made available to update
and digitization land records on the reservation. We appreciate the recent language
in the Interior appropriations bill regarding digitization, but there needs to be follow
up oversight from the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs.

"The Committee also recognizes increased digitization of Indian land records
would increase efficiency within Trust-Real Estate Services. Within the
amounts provided, the Committee encourages Trust-Real Estate Services to im-
plement additional digitization of Indian land records to promote Tribal eco-
nomic development opportunities in Indian Country, including the Fort Belknap
Indian Community.”

Report No. 116-123 to accompany S. 2580 at p. 57.

Another solution would allow for the Tribes to have more control over the certified
TSR process or for any and all parties involved to be able to work with the BIA
in a shared data platform. A good example would be for Tribal designated entities
to secure access to the BIA’s TAAMS system efficiently to obtain any and all avail-
able information on the property.

Off of the reservation, a title search is performed and reported in a preliminary
title report, and once the loan is perfected, a final title policy recognizing the new
mortgage lien(s) is issued within 90 days to support the standard mortgage cycle.
Currently, HUD requires the Certified TSR—somewhat equivalent of the final title
policy—prior to a Section 184 loan guarantee. The borrower themselves have no con-
trol over the lack of efficiency and timeliness; yet the borrower is inadvertently pun-
ished when their mortgage documents have expired prior to loan guarantee.
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Congressionally Mandated Streamlining

In my experience, there are way too many entities involved in the Section 184
process: individual home buyer, Tribal departments, agency and regional BIA, EPA,
HUD, and lending institutions. The overall process needs to be streamlined to give
Tribes and tribal designated entities more control and more accountability to the in-
dividual homebuyers.

My tribal council recently passed its version of the Hearth Act for Residential
Leasing purposes only. When it is approved by the BIA, I believe this will help re-
duce the multi-layered bureaucratic process to become more manageable to indi-
vidual homebuyers. However, even this BIA approval process is months behind.

In my experience, there is too much disconnect and blame between the various
participating agencies: BIA, HUD, and Tribes. A more simplified, sequential process
needs to be created that clearly defines who does what and when, with strict
timelines and clear guidelines in place with instruments to hold entities account-
able. I feel this is absolutely essential to enable potential homeowners on reserva-
tions to have an expedited home buying experience, like a conventional home mort-
gage process off-reservation.

A federal, top-down mandate is needed to direct all participating federal entities
to be consistent across all state and regional levels and to utilize a simplified Sec-
tion 184 program and other services that are applicable in Indian Country.

A few additional recommendations include:

e Use HUD 184 “Collected Fees” to hire more regional HUD and BIA loan staff

e Have the private banking sector review, edit and streamline the HUD 184 and
TSR paperwork process

e Adopt the “Priority Deployment Mechanism” as outlined by Councilman Mount
in his oral and written testimony

Conclusion

The federal government’s inefficiencies significantly hinder individual tribal mem-
ber homeownership on reservations and on trust lands and must be addressed by
Congress. The existing multi-layered bureaucratic process encourages an environ-
ment in direct contrast to federal fair housing mandates, and in effect, creates a sys-
tem of unfair housing practices for tribal members on trust lands. Tribal members
have no choice but to follow these unclear procedures and have no remedies for cost-
ly delays—and, quite often, simply do not obtain a home of their own. The lack of
consistency and accountability nullifies the original intent and initiative in offering
these programs.

PREPARED STATEMENT OF THE CENTER FOR INDIAN COUNTRY DEVELOPMENT—
NATIONAL NATIVE HOMEOWNERSHIP COALITION

DETAILED POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Improve the Title Status Report processes for lending on trust lands—The
U.S. Department of the Interior through the Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs
and the Director of the Bureau of Indian Affairs should establish a standard process
for all offices (national, regional, and area offices) to provide timely TSRs on trust
lands with clear and concise instructions to lenders and tribes. In addition, definite
processes should be established to ensure that the Second Certified TSRs are pro-
vided to lenders within 30 days of an initial request. DOI should actively commu-
nicate the standard process to lenders and external business partners. BIA should
implement a transparent tracking system for the TSR process and providing an es-
ﬁalation process for lenders when TSR standards are unmet, such as a hotline num-

er.

Improved TSR processes will generate additional lender interest in Indian
Country and greatly improve the application process for borrowers on trust
land.

Require BIA to examine tribal leasing regulation approval process and
approval Provide technical assistance to support tribes in adopting
HEARTH Act regulations—Only 40 tribes have adopted some form of HEARTH
Act leasing regulations, while 26 tribal applications for residential leasing are pend-
ing in the BIA. This low number appears to indicate a problem with tribal adoption
and implementation of the HEARTH Act. The backlog also is concerning because the
BIA’s recent approval record is only two or three tribal regulations per year. The
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BIA should perform an assessment to understand why so few tribes are imple-
menting the HEARTH Act.

In addition, funding is needed for technical assistance to support tribal residential
leasing programs, including establishing a tribal land recording system and
digitization of land records. Recent appropriations prioritizing digitization efforts for
the Fort Belknap Indian Community in Montana could present a model process for
supporting other tribes’ assumption of land and leasing responsibilities.

Technical assistance could increase tribal uptake of the HEARTH Act leasing
regulations, which could facilitate economic development and homeownership
opportunities on trust land.

Deploy Native Community Development Institutions as re-lending inter-
mediaries for all federal home loan programs to increase the supply of
credit in Indian Country—Congress should permanently authorize the USDA
Rural Development, HUD, and the VA to deploy Native CDFIs as re-lenders of those
mortgage programs in Indian Country (other Native serving financial institutions as
well). All of these agencies have limited staff resources to reach Native borrowers
on tribal lands. Native CDFIs have direct and extensive experience operating on
tribal lands and they intimately know their communities. In addition, they provide
extensive financial and homebuyer education to their clients. Native CDFIs in South
Dakota are demonstrating the value of the pilot program by connecting eligible bor-
rowers with the 502 direct loan program, supporting the application process, and
servicing the loans.

Native CDFIs enhance Rural Development’s reach into Indian Country, and
likewise could similarly extend the reach of the VA NADL and further support
the HUD Section 184 loan guarantee program on national scale.

Clarify the foreclosure process and support tribal strategies for risk miti-
gation involving federal mortgage products in Indian Country—Despite
standard provisions in Tribal Leasing Agreements that prescribe tribal courts as the
court of competent jurisdiction for purposes of judicial recourse, a misperception
among federal agencies and lenders about options for handling delinquent loans as-
sociated with leasehold mortgages on trust land has unfairly deprived American In-
dians and Alaska Natives of critical capital. Language is needed to clarify that the
Department of Justice is authorized to pursue foreclosures through tribal courts
pursuant to the mortgage agreements between tribes and federal agencies. To the
extent federal agencies lack knowledge about tribal court systems, they should be
permitted to contract with qualified attorneys to pursue foreclosure actions in tribal
courts; currently this is not an option with the HUD 184 Loan Guarantee Program.
In addition, federal agencies should recognize and support tribal risk mitigation
strategies that alleviate the tensions around jurisdiction and streamline the fore-
closure and eviction process.

Providing lenders with more certainty about their rights to recourse and rem-
edies will increase the supply of credit for transactions involving trust land.

Improve data quality and access to information on loans in Indian Coun-
try—Policy makers and program managers need access to current and accurate
data to assess the performance of their programs and services. However, high qual-
ity, detailed data are not readily available to the public, and most available data
are outdated. Access to complete data in a timely manner permits more engagement
and better decisionmaking around allocation of scarce resources.

The following are a few specific areas to address:

o HMDA data should identify whether a loan occurred on or off reservation lands
and whether the loan occurred on trust land or fee land in either case.

e The loans should indicate the year the tribe opted into the 184 program and
the year the off-reservation lands were designated by the tribe.

e HMDA loan records should specifically identify Section 184 loans, and direct
loans from government agencies such as the VA and USDA should be reported
to HMDA.

Access to lending data will help identify effective strategies for supporting AIAN
borrowers.

Encourage investment in Indian Country through Community Reinvest-
ment Act—The CRA requires depository institutions to meet the credit needs of all
segments of their service areas, especially distressed and underserved census tracts
(low- and moderate-income communities). Currently, a lender’s service area is de-
fined by its physical offices and branches. American Indian reservations rarely have
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branches and offices located nearby. Encouraging CRA-related activity on trust
lands requires a multi-faceted approach, such as:

e Deem services to low- and moderate-income reservation residents as serving
high-need areas regardless of whether locations are part of a lender’s service
area.

e Place a higher CRA value on lending activity to this population without limita-
tions, which would give these lands additional value for a large lender.

Greater access to capital and credit for Native CDFIs would allow them to ex-
pand their successful programs and serve the consumer needs of Native commu-
nities.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. ToM UDALL TO
PATRICE H. KUNESH

Question 1. What can Congress do to alleviate burdens to on-reservation mortgage
lending and reverse the downward trend?

Answer. Congress already has created powerful tools to support on-reservation
mortgage lending, such as the Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) 184 Loan Guarantee program, the Veterans Affairs (VA) Native American
Direct Loan program, and the U.S. Department of Agriculture Rural Housing Serv-
ice 502 direct and guaranteed loan programs. Congress also has enacted the Helping
Expedite and Advance Responsible Tribal Homeownership (HEARTH) Act to facili-
tate tribally directed land-use development. These programs, however, lack a stand-
ard mortgage process and all mortgages on trust lands must be approved by the De-
partment of the Interior’s Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), whose unique land titles
and records system differs from the industry’s processing and recording standards.
Thus, despite access to substantial public capital and the potential for significant
private lending, these institutional challenges discourage lenders from lending to
Native borrowers who reside on their reservation homelands.

What is needed is a coherent and consistent process that lenders, developers, and
borrowers can rely upon. This means:

1. Creating a unified mortgage process for federal housing programs, including
a uniform mortgage application much like the previous “one-stop” mortgage
program, along with a standard cross-agency Memorandum of Agreement
that recognizes tribal laws and delineates available remedies.

2. Normalizing the land title processes within the BIA and conforming the title
recording system (the Trust Asset and Accounting Management System, or
TAAMS) to industry standards (accessibility, accuracy, and accountability).

3. Establishing a standard process for all BIA offices (national, regional, and
area offices) to issue timely Title Status Reports (TSRs) on trust lands with
clear instructions and accessible support to lenders and tribes. In addition,
definite processes should be established to ensure that the Second Certified
TSRs are provided to lenders within 30 days of an initial request.

4. Implementing a transparent tracking system for the BIA’s TSR process and
providing an escalation process for lenders, such as a hotline number, when
TSR standards are unmet.

5. Providing funds for technical support to tribes for HEARTH Act programs,
including digitization of tribal land records. Recent appropriations
prioritizing digitization efforts for the Fort Belknap Indian Community in
Montana could present a model process for supporting other tribes’ assump-
tion of land and leasing responsibilities.

6. Requiring Indian Housing Authorities and Tribally Designated Housing Enti-
ties to be included in HUD’s housing counseling program. Currently, the pro-
gram’s regulation, 24 CFR 214.103(a), expressly applies to private or public
nonprofit organizations and units of local, county, or state governments,
which has been interpreted to exclude tribes from participating in this very
meaningful program.

In addition, reauthorization of the Native American Housing Assistance and Self-
Determination Act (NAHASDA) would allow tribes to build new housing stock, pre-
serve existing housing units, and leverage their NAHASDA dollars for bigger
projects. Congress also could allow tribes to use their NAHASDA funds for middle-
income households that earn up to 120 percent of area median income (AMI) to
reach a broader pool of potential home buyers. This more accurately reflects the
higher costs of housing in rural Indian Country communities.
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There are additional ways Congress can incentivize lending to Native borrowers
on reservation lands and increase the pool of private lenders in the HUD 184 pro-
gram. These include:

1. Authorizing Native community development financial institutions (CDFIs)
(and other Native American financial institutions) as lender intermediaries
and servicers of federal home finance programs; and

2. Monitoring agency progress to ensure these institutional reforms are imple-
mented. Congress and this Committee should regularly monitor agency
progress and create a national Native homeownership scorecard. That score-
card would annually report the number of mortgage loans issued to Native
borrowers on trust and restricted lands, track the BIA’s TSR processing time-
frames by regional office, and track the approval of tribal leasing regulations
under the HEARTH Act. This reporting mechanism would reflect an impor-
tant accountability consideration, improve the delivery of federal programs
and services, and help capture the social and economic impact of increased
housing and homeownership on reservation communities.

Question 2. What can the BIA and tribes do to address these issues?

Answer. Both the BIA and tribes have distinctive responsibilities in addressing
these issues. In fulfilling the federal government’s trust responsibility to Native
tribes and people, the BIA is a vital resource to tribes in almost every aspect of eco-
nomic and community development, including creating an on-reservation housing
market to meet the demand for more affordable housing stock. Likewise, in exer-
cising sovereign authority over their lands, tribes are responsible for creating condi-
tions conducive to reservation investment and community development. However,
the Government Accountability Office (GAO) has recently found that severe under-
funding of federal trust obligations has “impeded the efficient deployment of federal
programs and services specifically intended to benefit tribes and Native peoples,
which in turn has discouraged private investment in Indian Country.” !

As noted above, I recommend that the BIA use its authority to establish and im-
plement a coherent and consistent process that lenders, developers, and borrowers
can rely upon. In addition to these recommendations, BIA should examine its
HEARTH Act tribal leasing regulation review process and provide technical assist-
ance to support tribes in adopting tribal regulations. Only 40 tribes have adopted
some form of HEARTH Act leasing regulations, while 26 tribal applications for resi-
dential leasing are pending in the BIA. The backlog is concerning because the BIA’s
recent approval record is only two or three tribal leasing regulations per year. The
BIA should perform an assessment to understand why so few tribes are imple-
menting the HEARTH Act. Overall, the BIA should improve its data quality and
provide broader access to information on loans in Indian Country in a timely man-
ner.

In addition, the BIA should do the following:

1. Normalize the land title processes within the BIA and conform the title re-
cording system, TAAMS, to industry standards (accessibility, accuracy, and
accountability).

2. Establish a standard process for all BIA offices (national, regional, and area
offices) to issue timely Title Status Reports (TSRs) on trust lands with clear
instructions and accessible support to lenders and tribes. In addition, definite
processes should be established to ensure that the Second Certified TSRs are
provided to lenders within 30 days of an initial request.

3. Implement a transparent tracking system for the BIA’s TSR process and pro-
vide an escalation process, such as a hotline number, for lenders when TSR
standards are unmet.

Tribes also have an important role in creating conditions conducive to residential
lending and exercising an expansive governance role in promoting investment with-
in their territories. Tribes have sovereign authority over their lands, but they do not
have control over the federal processes to put their lands to good and productive
use. Nevertheless, one of the most demonstrable ways tribes exercise sovereignty is

1Funding these federal trust obligations is addressed in a recent report from the GAO, Re-
source Constraints and Management Weaknesses Can Limit Federal Program Delivery to Tribes,
GAO-20- 270T. Nov 19, 2019. Accessible at htips:/ /www.gao.gov /products | GAO-20-270T. This
report adds to the GAO’s report published earlier this year, Improving Federal Management of
Programs that Serve Tribes and Their Members, Substantial Efforts Needed to Achieve Greater
Progress on High-Risk Areas, GAO-19-157SP. Mar 6, 2019. Accessible at htips:/ /www.gao.gov /
products| GAO-19-157sp.
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through their judicial systems. This includes ensuring the enforceability of contracts
through laws that establish rights, remedies, and recourse options in tribal courts,
and establishing a secured transactions law along with a lien-filing system.

Tribes that have succeeded in expanding homeownership opportunities for tribal
citizens have pursued self-governance over residential leasing by:

1. Adopting HEARTH Act regulations,

2. Assuming BIA Realty and Land Titles and Records Office functions through
638 contracts or compacts, and

3. Promoting community-wide financial education and home buyer readiness. As
importantly, tribes should actively pursue relationships with private lenders
and help them better understand the unique qualities of Indian Country and
support their engagement in lending on trust land. 2

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. MARIA CANTWELL TO
PaTtrice H. KUNESH

Question 1. What impact would the reforms that you outlined in your testimony
have on the number of additional units built?

Answer. We believe that our proposed reforms could have a significant increase
on the number of affordable housing units throughout Indian Country. The number
of additional housing units actually achieved (built and preserved), however, will de-
pend on the collective commitment to closing the housing gap for Native Americans
from federal, state, and tribal governments, as well as private lenders and other
stakeholders in Indian Country. Investments in housing directly impact investments
in other key areas, such as education and business.

Question 2.How long will it take to clear this backlog?

Answer. In 2017, HUD estimated that Indian Country needed 68,000 additional
units to alleviate dire overcrowding conditions. We believe that number is on the
lower bound of what is required to meet the full spectrum of housing needs and
strong demand for homeownership. In addition, the Native population is young and
a fast-growing demographic, such that housing needs are increasing as well.

The Center for Indian Country Development (CICD) at the Federal Reserve Bank
of Minneapolis has not researched how long it will take to clear the backlog and
close the housing gap in Indian Country, nor is it familiar with studies specifically
addressing this question. However, Congress could request such a study to better
understand the resources and time required to address the housing need. For exam-
ple, a goal of building 50,000 units and preserving 5,000 more units across Indian
Country within five years would require coordinated federal mortgage programs,
streamlined processes, and engaged lenders. A central federal Indian Country hous-
ing hub could orchestrate the implementation of such a plan, harmonize federal
home loan programs, and support the diverse geographies of Indian Country.

Question 3. How can we improve on the current structure for HUD 184 loan guar-
antees on tribal trust lands?

Answer. As HUD currently is updating its regulations, it should consider several
recommendations from Indian Country. These improvements include: establishing
processes compatible with other public and private home finance products and con-
sistent with industry standards (including technology compatibility); creating a
streamlined process for participating lenders that absolutely ensures the issuance
of Certificates of Guarantee in a timely manner; permitting Native CDFIs to deliver
and service HUD loans; and amending the HUD Housing Counseling regulation, 24
CFR 214.103(a), to include tribes and Tribally Designated Housing Entities (TDHE)
as entities eligible to participate in HUD housing counseling programs. In addition,
the 184 program should be expanded to offer interim financing for new home con-
struction.

Question 4. What impact does having to hold mortgage loans at the primary lend-
er pending Ginnie Mae approval have on the ability of that lender to issue more
mortgage loans?

Answer. A functioning, reliable secondary market is necessary to meet the grow-
ing housing needs in Indian Country. Holding mortgages as the primary lender lim-
its the amount of capital available to lend and impedes the lender’s ability to meet
the borrowing needs of the community. In addition, holding a mortgage pending

2 Jorgensen, Miriam and Hope Nation Consulting, LLC. Mortgage Lending on South Dakota’s
Indian Trust Land: Findings from a Survey of Lenders. South Dakota Native Homeownership
Coalition. October 2019.
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Ginnie Mae approval creates additional risk and increases the cost of lending in In-
dian Country. For example, if the BIA fails to issue the final (second) certified TSR,
or if HUD is late in issuing its Certificate of Guarantee, Ginnie Mae reclassifies the
loan as “defective” and the lender must take the loan back. This process creates
more uncertainty, greater risks, and increased costs that effectively can—despite the
federal guarantee—discourage lenders from participating in the program and cut off
capital to Indian Country.

Question 5. Can you also discuss what steps the private sector could take to im-
prove the ability to make and close mortgage loans on trust lands?

First, the private lending sector must be able to understand the lending system
in Indian Country and rely on the rights and remedies delineated in the mortgage
documents. To support this goal, the mortgage process for Native borrowers on trust
lands must be normalized, using standard forms and consistent processes across fed-
eral home loan programs. Lenders also should actively foster relationships with trib-
al governments, tribal housing authorities, and developers—engaged lenders are
more informed, more supportive, and more successful. This insight comes from a re-
cent South Dakota Native Homeownership Coalition survey of lenders who offer
mortgages on trust lands in South Dakota, including CDFI loan funds. 3 Lenders in-
dicated general awareness of the HUD 184 program, yet cite borrower credit history
as a barrier to lending on trust land. Some lenders pointed to the lack of affordable
housing as their reason for low engagement. In addition, some financial institutions
were unaware of the remedies available in the event of delinquency and foreclosure
of a HUD 184 loan. One bank offered that “instead of complaining, we need to step
in and try to understand and work towards understanding.”

In addition, the secondary market for mortgage loans is critical to bringing pri-
vate capital to reservations. Thus, technical and financial support to Native-serving
financial institutions in becoming direct Fannie Mae mortgage lenders is needed in
order help Indian Country reach the secondary market.

Question 6. What policies would you recommend to incentivize the building of af-
fordable rental housing?

Answer. As with homeownership and commercial development, incentivizing af-
fordable rental development on trust land requires normalizing lending processes on
trust lands and coordination among federal programs. The need to incentivize af-
fordable rental construction, however, is not only an Indian Country problem. In the
area of Low Income Housing Tax Credits (LIHTCs), recent CICD research* shows
that Indian Country (Figure 1) is part of a national trend of decreased LIHTC con-
struction since the 2008 financial crisis (Figure 2).

3 Mortgage Lending on South Dakota’s Indian Trust Land: Findings from a Survey of Lenders.
South Dakota Native Homeownership Coalition. October 2019.

4Whaley, Kenneth. “Low Income Housing Tax Credits and Affordable Rentals in Indian Coun-
try.” CICD Working Paper 2019-07. Forthcoming, December 2019.
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Figure 1: LIHTC Development in Tribal Areas Has Fallen Since the Last Recession
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Figure 2: Natianal LIHTC Development Has Also Declined Since the Last Recession
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Affordable rental programs must be matched to the community’s needs. Many
rental projects in Indian Country are single-family developments that are in need
of substantial updates to make them safe and habitable. Thus, LIHTC developments
that build desirable, multi-use, quality homes could factor into a bold plan to meet
Indian Country’s housing needs and long-term community vision of homeownership.
Furthermore, to realize Indian Country’s full potential, one option would be to
streamline LIHTC requirements to make lease-to-purchase programs more acces-
sible and successful. Where possible, these projects should be supported with wrap-

around services for tenants, including financial and homeownership education.
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Question 7. Would you agree that affordable rental housing is important for over-
all economic growth, part of the necessary infrastructure for the 21st century, and
a good way to create jobs in Indian Country?

Answer. Yes. In Indian Country and elsewhere, housing is inextricably entwined
with community health and well-being. Much of Indian Country remains in per-
sistent poverty, which means affordable rental housing will be needed for the fore-
seeable future. Indeed, because Indian Country’s housing needs span all income lev-
els, affordable rental housing is a necessary complement to homeownership. More-
over, affordable rental housing can offer the opportunity to build savings and pre-
pare for future homeownership, especially when LIHTC units are converted to
owned units.

Figure 3 shows a map of LIHTC housing in Tribal Statistical Areas (TSAs). Many
large reservations have relatively few LIHTC projects. Of the 41,000 LIHTC projects
reported in 2017, 1.5 percent were in TSAs and 2.8 percent were in statistical areas
neighboring TSAs. Of those in tribal areas, 45 percent were in Oklahoma. We sus-
pect that the substantial LIHTC development in Oklahoma is due to the status of
the land (prevalence of fee or restricted fee land), as well as population density com-
pared to more rural reservations.

Figure 3. Active LIHTC Rental Complexes in Tribal Statistical Arcas as of Deccmber 2017

Saurce: Whaley, Kenveth, “Laow Income Huusing Tax Credits end Affordable Rentals In Indian Coumry.™
CICD Working Paper 201907 Farthenming, Desember 2019,

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO
TO PATRICE H. KUNESH

Question 1. Will the expanded Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA) data re-
quired by Dodd-Frank factor into future reports?

Answer. The Center for Indian Country Development (CICD) plans to continue its
research on HMDA data as it relates to mortgage lending to Native borrowers. We
already have begun reviewing the recently released 2018 HMDA data. We believe
continued collection of the new HMDA demographic variables is valuable to under-
standing the real lending landscape in Indian Country and the rest of the U.S.

Question 2. What future directions will the CICD explore in mortgage financing
for Native Americans?

Answer. The CICD is engaged in an array of research projects focused on lending
systems, credit scores, and Native American financing institutions. We plan to go
further with our HMDA analysis using the expanded 2018 HMDA data. For exam-
ple, in previous HMDA reports, the lack of credit score information seriously im-
peded our understanding of the links among creditworthiness, lending, and costs.
The expanded HMDA 2018 data no longer censor the nonhigh- priced interest rates
(rates less than 1.5 points above the Average Prime Offer Rate), which will provide
a better picture of the overall lending situation in Indian Country. We now plan to
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examine how HMDA’s credit risk data impact our findings on the higher price of
mortgage finance.

Question 3. What policy recommendations for the manufactured-housing market
should we consider to lower the cost of mortgages for home buyers, especially Native
Americans?

Answer. Native American borrowers on trust lands tend to prefer manufactured
homes (likely a reflection of the land status) and are highly vulnerable to high-
priced loans for manufactured homes. The pricing of manufactured-home loans var-
ies widely depending on the region of the country, location on or off reservation
trust lands, and the availability of diverse financing sources. However, as noted in
our testimony, Native borrowers pay considerably more for home loans located on
reservation trust lands.

The manufactured-housing industry is a highly concentrated market of manufac-
turers and lenders. This close relationship requires significant institutional changes
beyond our purview. However, we understand the value and importance of edu-
cating Native communities about these concerns and have included a chapter on
manufactured housing in the CICD’s Tribal Leaders Handbook on Homeownership.
Such information should be more broadly shared and addressed with tribal housing
authorities and specifically included in HUD housing counseling programming. An-
other way to reduce the cost of manufactured homes is to make sure they are in-
cluded as eligible types of housing in all federal home loan programs, which could
offer lower interest rates for those loans.

It also is important to recognize that the high price of home loans to Native bor-
rowers could be reduced overall by normalizing the mortgage process on trust lands.

Question 4. Could you elaborate on why many Native American families are un-
able to access HUD’s Section 184 loan guarantee?

Answer. The historical data indicate that Native American families have widely
used the HUD Section 184 home loan guarantee program, particularly since 2004.
The program has made it possible for thousands of Native people across the country
to become homeowners. It also has been instrumental in building wealth and assets
in Indian Country, including personal financial management (financial education
and credit building). Thus, the HUD 184 loan guarantee program has been critically
important for Indian Country economic and community development.

However, the extent to which HUD 184 mortgages are used by Native borrowers
mostly on fee land and generally off-reservation indicates a structural issue rather
than a financial impediment. See Figure 4. Normalizing trust land lending in the
BIA and establishing a cooperative BIA—-HUD interagency relationship would shore
up the loss of lenders from the program and encourage more private lender partici-
pation. It also would ensure that all federal housing programs can reach the popu-
lations and places they are designed to serve.
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Figurc 4. Number of HUD 184 Loans by Type of Land (1995-2018)
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Standard mortgage forms and efficient processes would go a long way to curb the
exit of private lenders from the HUD 184 program, as would modernizing HUD’s
digital mortgage infrastructure (which is incompatible with some private lending
systems). Moreover, to reach more Native borrowers on trust lands, HUD should au-
thorize and train Native CDFIs as Section 184 lenders. Tribes can do their part by
taking a more active role in ensuring that tribal legal and judicial systems fully sup-
port mortgage lending within their jurisdictions, and building relationships directly
with lenders would be helpful. 5

Question 5. Why are Native American and Alaska Native-reservation loans nota-
bly less likely to be Federal Housing Administration (FHA)-insured, VA-guaranteed,
or Rural Housing Service-guaranteed than other loans?

Answer. We are not able to respond fully to the likelihood of reservation-based
mortgage lending being outside a federally insured or guaranteed program. For Na-
tive borrowers, however, accessibility is not impeded by any legal or financial factor.
Thus, potential impediments may be structural issues within the programs. Normal-
izing trust land lending in the BIA would encourage the increase of private lender
participation in these federal programs.

Question 6. Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac have a duty to serve manufactured-
home buyers and rural communities. What involvement have Fannie Mae and
Fredd;e Mac had in providing affordable financing for Native American commu-
nities?

Answer. Indian Country also is included in Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac’s Duty
to Serve initiatives. Since its inception, representatives from both Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac have been members of the CICD’s National Native Homeownership Co-
alition. Collectively, our coalition has supported problem-solving and institution-
building conversations with tribes and other organizations working in Indian Coun-
try on home buyer education, mortgage lending systems, and access to secondary
markets.

For example, Fannie Mae currently is working with two Native CDFIs so that
they can become Fannie Mae direct mortgage lenders, while also working to connect
other Native American financial institutions with the secondary market. Fannie

5See footnote 3.
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Mae also has extended its lending relationship with four tribal nations, and an
three more formal relationships are pending approval of tribal governments. In ad-
dition, Fannie Mae has established loan service agreements with four Native lend-
ers. These agreements recognize the value of supporting the success of homeowner-
ship at the local level and are essential to well-functioning housing markets in In-
dian Country. Freddie Mac has supported the South Dakota Native Homeownership
Coalition’s research and report on Mortgage Lending on South Dakota’s Indian
Trust Land: Findings from a Survey of Lenders.

Question 7. The Federal Home Loan Bank (FHLB) also has an affordable housing
mission. What investments in Native American homeownership has the FHLB
made? Is there a regional Bank that is a leader in serving Native American home
buyers and reservation communities?

Answer. The FHLB of Des Moines (FHLB-DM) has been quite engaged in this
area and it would be ideal for all FHLBs with a trust land footprint to develop a
similar program. The FHLB-DM’s Native American Homeownership Initiative is a
readily accessible source of down payment assistance to Native borrowers and the
FHLB-DM has continued to increase the amount of funds available to this program.
In November 2017, the FHLB-DM issued a $5 million grant to enhance the role of
Native CDFIs—proven vehicles for bringing capital and financial education to Na-
tive communities—in mortgage lending and preparing home buyers.

The FHLB of Chicago also provides some down payment assistance for trust and
restricted lands, and it purchases HUD 184 loans, functioning as a secondary mar-
ket for the Oneida Nation’s Bay Bank in Green Bay, Wisconsin.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. MARIA CANTWELL TO
HoON. ANDY WERK, JR.

Q?uestion 1. What is the biggest obstacle to homeownership and affordable hous-
ing?

Answer. Unfortunately, the Fort Belknap Indian Community is in an affordable
housing crisis with multiple major obstacles to homeownership and affordable hous-
ing for our Tribal citizens. For example, our homeland unemployment rate has aver-
aged 70 percent, the median household income is low at $12,000 per year, and we
have overcrowded homes with an average of 13-18 residents per single home. Addi-
tionally, our current housing wait list has more than 150 families waiting for any
housing opportunity and the average wait-time for that list is 3.4 years.

The Fort Belknap Indian Community also has limited infrastructure available to
support homeownership and affordable housing. Even with the older and limited
housing units that serve the Reservation (see response to question 3, below), exist-
ing infrastructure appears to be at capacity in the few developed areas in the Com-
munity. Further, significant environmental issues (e.g., old trash dumpsite) must be
addressed before any development can be pursued and the limited existing housing
is not maintained well due to limited funding for tribal environmental oversight.

In addition to the conditions on the ground, a substantial impediment to the suc-
cessful use and implementation of federal housing programs (like the HUD Section
184 program) as well as any private investment in Indian housing, is the unneces-
sarily slow and unduly burdensome process for BIA/Tribal/HUD approval of sub-
mitted paperwork and approval requirements for a home loan on trust lands (as just
one example., almost 2 years for the CEO of our economic development corporation,
a highly educated and sophisticated borrower). Without going into too much detail,
other obstacles include underfunded and under-resourced Tribal departments, lack
of an appropriate home appraisal process, rigid HUD underwriting, impractical title
status report process, and an overall multi-layered bureaucratic process that takes
way too long without necessary accountability.

Question 2. How would you recommend that we address that obstacle?

Answer. The Community’s housing crisis requires urgent, sustained attention and
action at the federal and tribal levels. In addition to making federal housing funding
(in today’s dollars and at current construction costs) available to our local entities,
we need to enhance tribal capacity to address the substandard housing and infra-
structure conditions in our Community by encouraging greater self-management of
Indian housing programs and by encouraging private sector financing to com-
plement limited federal funding and programs. Our Community, through the Fort
Belknap Tribal Housing Authority and Tribally-authorized community entities, has
created a local task force to assess, address, and implement housing solutions across
tribal departments and federal agencies.

With respect to the tribal level, the tribal departments need a central office to
share residential housing information. An increase in capacity, both training and
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human resources, will be necessary to coordinate all relevant information including
maps, land, title, encumbrances, environmental reviews, cultural surveys, and ac-
cess and communication between all applicable information technology systems, fed-
eral and tribal. In particular, access to TAAMS and the more comprehensive data
portal referred to by BIA Director LaCounte in his testimony will be essential for
the Tribal departments (and private sector companies interesting in tribal housing)
to facilitate access to residential housing information that exists in the multiple in-
formation systems.

Our suggestions for the federal level contain much more detail in Councilman
Mount’s submitted written testimony (as well as a written statement by Mr.
Brockie, CEO of the Community’s tribally owned economic development entity) to
the U.S. Senate Committee on Indian Affairs. In sum, we are currently pursuing
HEARTH Act approval by the U.S. Department of the Interior for an alternative
leasing program to augment existing federal housing resources. However, we need
immediate deployment of federal agency resources to match our current task force
resources to eliminate the major obstacles to homeownership and affordable housing
in the following ways: digitization of land documents at the local and regional level,
tribal access to BIA technology information systems that deal with land issues (e.g.,
new BIA data portal and TAAMS); expedited and more efficient HUD Section 184
loan guarantee process; a more efficient process for BIA’s delivery of title status re-
ports; and an overall expedited environmental review process for tribal housing.

In our view, congressional oversight is necessary to hold federal agencies account-
able to help the tribal entities create and maintain a more simplified, sequential
process that clearly defines who is responsible for what and when, with strict
timelines and clear guidelines in place. This is essential to enable potential home-
buyers on Indian reservations to have a fair and expedited opportunity to buy a
home or have affordable housing, just like a conventional home mortgage or rental
process off-reservation. An overall streamlined process can enable tribes and trib-
ally-authorized entities more control and more accountability to the potential indi-
vidual Indian homebuyers.

In our most recent survey of Fort Belknap employees, they said housing is the
number one priority to make their lives better. And we know that access to stable,
quality, accessible, affordable homes is the cornerstone to help kids do better in
school, to enable workers find and keeps jobs, to begin to address homelessness and
housing poverty, and to create a pathway out of poverty that reduces the long-terms
costs to our Community for providing social services and criminal justice. With an
increase in resources at the federal and Tribal levels, we firmly believe that we can
be successful in making gains in addressing affordable housing and homeownership
issues.

Question 3. What role does rental housing play in addressing the affordable hous-
ing crisis?

Answer. Other than much older low-income HUD rental units, rental housing is
almost non-existent on the Fort Belknap Indian Reservation. Our community has
persisted despite minimal rental options since 1995—the last units built with HUD
funding. Specifically, as to the Fort Belknap Indian Community, a handful of low-
income rental units were originally built in 1970 and these original housing units
were followed by a few additional units annually until 1995. Even with the units
built, over time we have discovered that these older units suffer from poor insula-
tion, structural deficiencies, and significant mold problems.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO
TO HON. ANDY WERK, JR.

Question 1. How prevalent is manufactured housing in your community? How do
homeowners finance their manufactured home purchase?

Answer. Manufactured housing is relatively uncommon at Fort Belknap. While af-
fordable, it is often not a good fit for the harsh winter weather conditions we experi-
ence on the Hi-Line, with freezing temperatures the majority of the year and signifi-
cant snow accumulation. Additionally, the leasing challenges that drove the Tribe’s
decision to implement its HEARTH Residential Leasing Act also inhibit there being
any place to put manufactured housing in the first place. And for the single-digit
number of residential leases processed by the Fort Belknap BIA and Tribal Land,
manufactured housing is just as difficult to finance as stick-built homes. Our Tribal
members typically do not have access to conventional mortgages for manufactured
homes, just as with stick-built homes.
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Question 2. What policy recommendations for the manufactured housing market
should we consider to lower the cost of mortgage for homebuyers, especially Native
Americans?

Answer. In our view, the recommendations are the same as between manufac-
tured housing and stick-built homes. We are encouraged by HUD’s Section 184 re-
forms, which we understand generally include reducing paperwork burdens, increas-
ing staff and eliminating unnecessary and duplicative environmental reviews—all of
which serve to decrease the time burdens currently discouraging conventional mort-
gage lenders from lending on reservations. More competition would lower costs.
Analogizing to football—where you have coaches, players and fans broadly fielding
and supporting the team, we do not perceive the need for more coaches (mortgage
lender education programs) or fans (those people without a vested interest but often
making opinions about tribes or mortgage lenders despite a lack of experience in
Indian Country), we need more players—mortgage lenders for whom it makes busi-
ness sense to make loans to Native Americans living on reservations because they
can timely complete their underwriting and security requirements (most particu-
larly receiving BIA Title Status Reports) and be able to rely on having predictably
repaid, enforceable mortgages in Indian Country just as they do off-reservation.

Question 3. The Federal Home Loan Bank also has an affordable housing mission.
What investments in Native American homeownership has the Federal Home Loan
Banks made? Is there a regional Bank that is a leader in serving Native American
homebuyers and reservation communities?

Answer. Fort Belknap has no positive experience with these programs or any
leadership by regional banks. We are in a mortgage desert. We are trying to solve
that problem for ourselves, with our economic development arm, Island Mountain
Development Group, preparing a Tribal mortgage code, investor education modules,
and internal mortgage offerings for Tribal members that Island Mountain could in
turn bundle and sell in the secondary market to the likes of Fannie and Freddie.
We are working to both provide internal solutions and increase Tribal members’ ac-
cess to conventional mortgages by encouraging regulatory reforms and developing
Tribal infrastructure to support mortgage lending.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. Tom UDALL TO
HoN. R. HUNTER KURTZ

HUD Section 184 Loan Guarantee Program

Question 1. Congress established HUD’s Section 184 Loan Guarantee Program to
help Tribal members obtain homes on Tribal trust lands. However, according to
multiple reports, only a small fraction of loans guaranteed by the Section 184 Pro-
gram in recent years have been for home on trust lands. What steps is HUD taking
to increase the utilization of the Section 184 Program for homes on trust lands?

Answer. HUD is currently developing a proposed rule to modernize and strength-
en the Section 184 Loan Guarantee program. To help develop this proposed rule,
HUD conducted 18 consultation sessions with Indian tribes across the country and
solicited substantial feedback from all participants. Ultimately, HUD believes the
proposed rule changes will increase utilization of Section 184 on trust lands.

In addition to the on-going rulemaking process, HUD continues to collaborate
with the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) on improving the BIA approval process for
Section 184 loans on trust land. For instance, as discussed during the hearing, HUD
is working with the BIA to gain access to the Trust Asset and Accounting Manage-
ment System (TAAMS). This will help provide HUD with visibility into loans that
are pending approval before the BIA and improve HUD’s internal loan approval
process.

Between 2017 and 2019, the number of Section 184 loan guarantees on trust land
grew by 49 percent. HUD guaranteed a total of 179 loans on trust land in 2017,
249 loans on trust land in 2018, and 267 loans on trust land in 2019. HUD will
work to continue this positive trend in the future.

Question 2. How does HUD work with lenders and borrowers participating in the
Section 184 Program to ensure that borrowers receive the best possible rate for their
home loans and are not taken advantage of by the lender?

Answer. HUD takes its oversight and monitoring responsibility for the Section
184 loan program very seriously. Lenders interested in participating as a Section
184 lender complete a detailed application and are thoroughly vetted to ensure they
have the necessary licensing, experience, and expertise to provide quality service to
Native American borrowers. In addition, lenders attend training on mortgaging trib-
al trust land loans as well as train any new loan originators. Existing approved
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lenders are monitored to ensure adherence to their quality control plan and compli-
ance with the Section 184 loan processing guidelines. We expect to address these
issues in the proposed rule.

Manufactured Home Loans

Question 3. The Center for Indian Country Development examined loans that
were made to Tribal members for manufactured homes and found that these loans
are not only more prevalent among Native Americans living on trust land, but also
more costly than loans for conventional stick-built homes. You testified that HUD
is exercising oversight into the current use of manufactured housing in Indian
Country. What is the scope of HUD’s oversight in this regard?

Answer. Various HUD offices play a critical oversight role. The HUD Office of
Manufactured Housing Programs issues and enforces national standards for the de-
sign, construction, installation, and performance of manufactured homes, in order
to ensure their safety, quality, and affordability.

Additionally, under the Section 184 program, approved lenders are also required
to follow stringent requirements when it comes to issuing loans for manufactured
homes that HUD will guarantee under the program. For example, manufactured
homes must be built after June 15, 1976, cannot be moved from their original foun-
dation, must be de-titled, and the lender must provide HUD with a certification and
engineer’s report that the foundation complies with the HUD requirements and is
of sufficient size and strength to support the unit, and more. These requirements
ensure that a borrower is acquiring a home that is structurally sound and properly
placed on a foundation.

Question 4. Do these oversight efforts include looking into predatory lending prac-
tices targeting Native borrowers seeking financing for manufactured homes?

Answer. HUD is committed to ensuring that no family falls victim to predatory
lending practices, including Native American borrowers seeking financing for manu-
factured homes. The Section 184 lender approval process and program underwriting
guidelines are both designed to ensure that the program only guarantees loans
made by reputable lenders. Additionally, HUD monitors lenders to ensure that pro-
gram requirements are complied with and to guard against fraud and misrepresen-
tation. If HUD discovers that a lender has engaged in predatory or other prohibited
lending practices, HUD would collaborate with the Consumer Financial Protection
Bureau to ensure appropriate action is taken.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO
TO HON. R. HUNTER KURTZ

Question 1. What policy recommendations for the manufactured housing market
should we consider to lower the cost of mortgage for homebuyers, especially Native
Americans?

Answer. There are two primary methods of financing manufactured homes: the fi-
nancing of manufactured homes as chattel (home only) and the financing of manu-
factured homes titled as real estate (home and land).

Loans secured as chattel generally carry higher interest rates due to the higher
risk of such collateral and the more limited secondary market, regardless of where
such homes are located.

One way to help lower borrowing costs is to promote real property loans, and the
ownership of fee simple land and leasehold mortgages on trust land. Another way
to address this issue is to expand a secondary market for these kinds of chattel
loans. HUD, however, has not explored the latter proposal.

Question 2. Could you elaborate on why many Native American families are un-
able to access HUD’s Section 184 loan guarantee?

Answer. The Section 184 program remains the primary source of mortgage financ-
ing for Native American families. Annually, HUD guarantees thousands of loans to
expand sustainable homeownership in Indian Country. However, major barriers re-
main—particularly when it comes to lending on trust land. In its 2017 Native Amer-
ican Housing Needs Study, HUD conducted a comprehensive analysis of mortgage
lending on tribal land. The study found that there were various major barriers to
lending on trust land, including the following:

1. The trust status of the land means the land cannot be alienated or easily
be used as collateral.

2. Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) processing can be expensive, complex, and
time-consuming.
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3. Tribes must issue leases to tribal members who want to become borrowers
so that they can mortgage their leasehold interests.

4. BIA and lenders must take various steps to allow NEPA reviews to be com-
pleted, which can take time.

5. Typical challenges of lending in very remote areas (e.g. weak private housing
markets).

Additionally, for Section 184 lending to occur on trust land, a Tribe must also
have the necessary legal ordinances. This includes an acceptable lease, foreclosure
and eviction procedures, and priority of lien.

Tribes that are successfully utilizing Section 184 have developed in-house experts
that: provide homebuyer education and credit counseling; are adept at navigating
the lease and mortgage recording process; and have developed relationships with
lenders to ensure that obstacles are addressed immediately so that the loan closes
without delay. HUD is documenting these best practices through a series of national
webinars that are posted on its webpage.

Question 3. Why are Native American and Alaska Native—reservation loans nota-
bly less likely to be FHA insured, VA-guaranteed, or Rural Housing Service-guaran-
teed than other loans?

Answer. HUD works with its partner agencies to ensure that borrowers access the
loan product that is most beneficial to them. HUD also engages in interagency col-
laborative efforts designed to address barriers to mortgaging tribal trust land,
streamline lease and title status report recording processes, educate lenders, and
address duplicative environmental issues. HUD remains committed to these part-
nerships to ensure that Native families have a choice in the mortgage products that
work best for them.

Prior to the inception of the Section 184 program, FHA insured mortgages on
trust land under the Section 248 program. Since the authorization of the Section
184 program in the early 1990s, the Section 184 program has served as the primary
source of mortgage loans in Indian Country and has generally been regarded as a
more effective program than the predecessor Section 248 program, which is now
largely inactive. This is because the Section 184 program is more tailored to meet
the unique needs of Native American homebuyers. Under the Section 184 program,
and unlike the Section 248 program, Indian tribes and Native American families
have a dedicated Office of Loan Guarantee within the Office of Native American
Programs to provide training and technical assistance, assist Tribes with developing
required legal ordinances, and process loan guarantees to allow families to achieve
homeownership.

HUD defers to the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) and the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture (USDA) on questions related to the volume of guaranteed loans
under their programs. HUD regards these agencies as major partners in the work
of expanding homeownership in Indian Country. In furtherance of this common goal,
HUD has collaborated with VA and USDA on various interagency initiatives, includ-
ing the development of a model residential lease of tribal land that is acceptable
to all agencies under their respective direct and guaranteed loan programs.

Question 4. How has HUD moved to ensure against losses in cases involving
fraud, misrepresentation and other predatory practices in Native communities?

Answer. HUD’s planned proposed rulemaking to update the Section 184 regula-
tions would significantly strengthen the program by adding additional account-
ability and protecting borrowers and taxpayer dollars.

The regulatory changes we expect to be making will make the program more sus-
tainable for years to come. However, it is important to note the program today is
healthy and is on a good trajectory.

Question 5. How has HUD sought the advice and consultation of Native commu-
nities in its efforts to both broaden access to home mortgage credit and curb preda-
tory lending practices?

Answer. HUD reaffirms its government-to-government relationship with Tribal
governments and regularly engages in tribal consultation to ensure HUD policies
and programs reflect the views of, and address the needs of, Tribal communities.

For instance, HUD engaged in extensive tribal consultation when developing the
Section 184 draft proposed rule. Beginning in February 2018, HUD held 15 inperson
regional and national sessions and three national teleconference consultation ses-
sions. HUD began consulting with Tribes before the Department began drafting the
regulation. Tribes were also given a copy of the proposed regulations to review and
comment on before HUD began the process of readying the draft regulations for De-
partmental clearance and public comment.
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During these consultation sessions, some Tribes expressed to the Department the
need to expand access to lenders—specifically, many lenders do not have a local
presence in remote Tribal communities, and Tribes indicated that this makes it
more difficult for tribal members to obtain a mortgage loan. HUD took this feedback
into consideration when developing the draft proposed rule. HUD will continue to
solicit tribal feedback as this rulemaking process proceeds and looks forward to that
input as it works to improve this vital program for Indian Country.

Question 6. Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac have a duty-to-serve manufactured
homebuyers and rural communities. What involvement have Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac had on providing affordable financing for Native American commu-
nities?

Answer. HUD defers to Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac on questions relating to
their work in Indian Country.

Question 7. The Federal Home Loan Bank also has an affordable housing mission.
What investments in Native American homeownership has the Federal Home Loan
Bank made? Is there a regional Bank that is a leader in serving Native homebuyers
and reservation communities?

Answer. HUD defers to the Federal Home Loan Bank system on questions relat-
ing to work in Indian Country. However, the Department recognizes that funding
from the Federal Home Loan Banks are often leveraged with HUD’s Title VI Loan
Guarantee program and other financing for affordable housing development in Trib-
al communities.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. MARIA CANTWELL TO
HoN. R. HUNTER KURTZ

Community Development Financial Institutions

When the Community Development Financial Institutions (CDFI) Fund was cre-
ated, CDFI’s had limited access to private capital. Over the past two decades, the
CDFI Industry has matured and extends credit and provide financial services to un-
derserved communities. Despite this record of success, the President’s Budget pro-
poses to eliminate funding for Community Development Financial Institutions
(CDFI) Fund discretionary grant and direct loan programs.

Nearly $8.7 million has been awarded to Washington state Native awardees.
CDFI investments have also generated $12 in private capital for every dollar in
CDFI grants. CDFI’s are an important resource to provide economic development in
underserved communities and provides assistance that is leveraged 12 times over.

Question 1. What programs does HUD or the Bureau of Indian Affairs have that
provide the same or greater level of support for economic development in these com-
munities?

Answer. HUD’s Office of Native American Programs (ONAP) administers multiple
programs that help foster economic development in Tribal communities.

Under the Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG) program, ONAP provides approxi-
mately $650 million annually in formula grants to Indian tribes and Tribally Des-
ignated Housing Entities (TDHES) to support affordable housing primarily for low-
income families. Tribes and TDHEs rely on this critical source of funding to con-
struct new housing units, maintain their existing housing stock, rehabilitate homes
to extend their useful life, provide rental assistance to Tribal members, support the
elderly and disabled, prevent homelessness amongst Veterans, and support self-suf-
ficiency initiatives targeting youths. Tribes determine their housing priorities based
on their local needs, and then direct the use of these funds to meet those needs con-
sistent with principles of self-determination and self-governance.

Whether a Tribe or TDHE is using its annual funding to construct new housing
units, rehabilitate and maintain existing housing units, or develop on-site utilities
and housing-related infrastructure, these funds serve as a catalyst both for current
and future economic development in Tribal communities. Tribes often employ Tribal
members to help do the construction and rehabilitation work funded under the
IHBG program. Some Tribes have developed strong force account crews that not
only work to meet the needs of their community, but also have partnered with other
Tribes to serve as contractors to help construct new homes and provide critical
training to their host Tribe’s workforce. This model ensures that these important
THBG dollars are recycled back into local tribal economies many times over. Beyond
directly supporting the employment of Tribal members working on construction and
other housing-related projects, these funds also support countless ancillary busi-
nesses that provide materials and services needed to carry out the affordable hous-
ing projects.
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HUD’s Title VI Loan Guarantee program is also an important catalyst of economic
development in Indian Country. Under the program, a Tribe or TDHE can pledge
a portion of its IHBG formula funding as collateral to secure private financing to
carry out affordable housing and housing-related community development projects.
Like the THBG program, the Title VI Loan Guarantee program leverages both fed-
eral and non-federal sources of funding to help finance and carry out large-scale
projects in Tribal communities. Since its inception, the program has been used to
guarantee approximately $250 million of private capital to fund affordable housing
and community development projects.

Finally, under the Indian Community Development Block Grant (ICDBG), ONAP
provides over $60 million annually for competitive grants to Indian tribes to carry
out a wide range of economic development, community development, and housing
activities. Tribes have used these funds to help develop infrastructure (e.g. water
and sewer projects, broadband, roads, and other utilities) in their communities to
support economic development. Tribes have also used this funding to build public
facilities, support small local businesses, provide public services, and rehabilitate
homes for low- and moderate-income Tribal members. Like the THBG program,
when carrying out these activities, it is common for Tribes to use these funds to em-
ploy force account crews made up of local Tribal members and young people learn-
ing a trade or skill.

HUD recognizes that CDFIs have played an important role in bringing new cap-
ital to tribal and underserved populations. Currently, there are a total of 11 CDFIs,
including six Native CDFIs, that have been approved as lenders under the Section
184 Indian Home Loan Guarantee program and that have extended mortgage credit
to Native American borrowers. Some of these CDFIs offer Section 184 guaranteed
loans in multiple states. HUD will also continue to work on ways to encourage
CDFIs to participate in its programs and looks forward to collaborating with its
partners at the CDFI Fund, Native CDFI groups, and others.

Indian Housing Block Grants

There are several federal programs that provide housing assistance to Native
Americans, including the Indian Housing Block Grant program. These block grants
can be leveraged to develop affordable rental housing and promote homeownership
for low-income Native American households. Indian Housing Block Grants can also
be combined with other funding sources like LIHTC to increase the supply of afford-
able housing.

Tribes in Washington state and across the country desperately need more afford-
able housing. For example, the Spokane and Nooksack reservation in my state have
vacancy rates of zero percent.

Unfortunately, the President’s Budget for Fiscal Year 2020 cuts funding by $44
million (6.5 percent cut) for Indian Housing Block Grants.

The Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on Transportation, Housing and Urban
Development and Related Agencies provide a $220 million increase for Indian hous-
ing, including an increase of $48 million for formula grants, $100 million for com-
petitive grants, and $65 million for Indian Community Development Block grants.

Question 2. How would the Administration’s budget proposals impact Tribes’ ca-
pacity to develop affordable housing and promote homeownership?

Answer. Under the President’s budget request, Indian Housing Block Grants
(IHBG) would be funded at $600 million in Fiscal Year 2020. At this level, HUD
can run the IHBG allocation formula and allocate funding to all Indian tribes and
TDHESs while avoiding anomalous allocations. The program has been at level fund-
ing since its inception.

HUD published a Notice of Funding Availability in 2019 and competed approxi-
mately $200 million in additional THBG competitive funding. Tribes and TDHEs
proposing to carry out construction, rehabilitation, and infrastructure projects will
receive priority. HUD expects to announce awards soon. These grants will help ad-
dress the severe shortage of affordable housing and severe overcrowding by facili-
tating housing construction and rehabilitation across Indian Country. Moreover,
both the Senate and House Fiscal Year 2020 appropriations bills propose a third
$100 million pot of IHBG competitive funding, meaning HUD expects to administer
anotheé" THBG competition shortly after the Fiscal Year 2020 Appropriations Act is
enacted.

In addition to these resources, HUD works to promote the Title VI Loan Guar-
antee program—partly because the program leverages non-federal funds and, in
turn, allows limited taxpayer dollars to go much further. HUD also provides tech-
nical assistance to Indian tribes and TDHEs and shares best practices to help them
build capacity to find creative ways to finance complex projects and promote home-
ownership.
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These resources will all help Indian tribes and TDHESs as they work to meet the
needs of their communities.

Question 3. How would you improve this block grant program?

Answer. According to a 2010 study conducted by the Government Accountability
Office, Indian tribes generally view the IHBG program as effective. Congress has
enacted statutory amendments to the Native American Housing Assistance and
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) multiple times over the years. Addi-
tionally, HUD has engaged in four separate rounds of negotiated rulemaking to im-
prove and strengthen program requirements and the allocation formula used to dis-
tribute funding to all Indian tribes and TDHEs across the country. Nevertheless,
HUD recognizes there are statutory and regulatory barriers that remain and should
be addressed by Congress, HUD, and its federal partners.

The Department supports the reauthorization of NAHASDA. As Congress con-
siders the reauthorization of the Act, which expired in 2013, HUD supports statu-
tory changes that make Indian tribes and TDHESs eligible for Housing Counseling
grants, strengthen HUD’s oversight authority to ensure Tribes and TDHEs spend
their annual block grants in a timely manner, and expand HUD’s authority to ad-
dress the unlawful expenditure of grant funds effectively. Additionally, HUD sup-
ports changes to the Section 184 program’s authorizing statute. Specifically, changes
that would authorize HUD to require lenders to indemnify the Department for
losses caused by Section 184 loans involving fraud or misrepresentation by the lend-
er. The Department also supports changes to allow the termination of lenders that
are bad actors and that engage in fraud and misrepresentation under the Section
184 program. HUD looks forward to working with the Senate Committee on Indian
Affairs on any legislation designed to improve the IHBG program.

Question 4. If enacted, how will these additional resources help address the afford-
able housing crisis for Native Americans?

Answer. The IHBG formula is dispersed to Indian tribes and TDHESs using an al-
location formula that provides funds based on need as well as funding to operate
and maintain Formula Current Assisted Stock previously developed under the U.S.
Housing Act of 1937. Any additional IHBG funding would be disbursed to Indian
tribes and TDHESs as part of their annual formula grants. A Tribe would then deter-
mine how best to utilize the additional funds, which can support construction of new
housing, rehabilitation of housing, downpayment assistance, infrastructure, rental
assistance, and housing services.

If enacted, the IHBG competitive funding would likely be used primarily to fund
construction, rehabilitation, and infrastructure projects to support additional hous-
ing in tribal communities. As a result of the first round of IHBG competitive grants,
HUD anticipates that approximately 1,200 new units will be built across Indian
Country. During this first ever round of the competition, HUD received over 190 ap-
plications from Indian tribes and TDHEs. As discussed above, HUD anticipates ad-
ditional THBG Competitive funding to be enacted in FY2020 and will administer a
competition that will fund strong projects and result in the construction of addi-
tional new housing units in tribal communities.

If enacted, the ICDBG funding would be awarded competitively and fund a wide
variety of community development, economic development, and housing projects. El-
igible uses of these funds include acquisition of property, rehabilitation of housing,
installation of safe drinking water and wastewater disposal systems, construction of
Head Start and other childcare facilities and of health clinics, removal of lead-based
paint and mold, and improvement of public services and facilities. $4 million would
be set aside to address imminent threats to health and safety.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATORS CANTWELL, CORTEZ
MasTOo, AND UDALL TO HON. MAX ZUNI

HOUSING SUPPLY

Question 1. What Is the biggest obstacle to homeownership and affordable hous-
ing?
Lack of Financial Institutions

There are no banks on the Isleta Pueblo Reservation. There are also no credit
unions (Policy Map, 2019). This means there are no opportunities to bank for Isleta
Pueblo members on Pueblo land. Tribal members must travel off the Reservation
to reach a bank. When Tribal members do travel offReservation. For our consumer
loans, our borrowers often have low credit scores. TLS tracks this data. In FY15,
16, 17, and 18 respectively, the average credit score for a consumer loan client was
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536, 547, 569, and 584. If FY19, the average credit score of our consumer loan bor-
rowers has been 531. These Tribal members are not afforded the opportunity to step
onto the first rung of the ladder by off-Reservation banks due to low credit scores
stemming from lack of access to capital. We are the only financial institution that
exists for the sole purpose of serving Pueblo members and in its short history, Tiwa
has closed more home loans than Section 184, VA, and USDA loans combined. help-
ing them to realize their asset-building goals. Importantly, we are based on lsleta
Pueblo lands.

Housing

On Isleta Pueblo Reservation, the vacancy rate (the percentage of houses available
for rent or purchase) is 0 percent. This is a result of the extreme lack of housing
available on lsleta Pueblo lands. This lack of supply means there are zero homes
available for Pueblo members unless homes are newly built. Since FY15, 50 percent
of our home loans have been new construction loans. In other words, we provide the
financing for the construction of the home, and for the purchase of the home. We
create housing where there is none.

Lack of Housing

Secondary data shows a tack of housing available for Isleta Pueblo families. This
homeowner vacancy rate—which quantifies the percentage of homeowner inventory
ready for sale—accurately demonstrates the lack of housing available. This rate is
0 percent for Isleta Pueblo. Since FY12, 75 percent of our home loans (40 loans)
have been new construction loans. This means we have created 40 new homes for
Tribal members to move into. We fund the construction of new homes to create
homes for Tribal members to move into.

Lack of Access to Education

A final indicator of economic distress is the lack of education provided to Pueblo
members. Educational attainment rates reflect this reality. In the United States,
39.9 percent of the population over 25 has high school as their highest level of edu-
cation. In New Mexico the same statistic is 41.4 percent. On the Isleta Pueblo Res-
ervation, the rate is 53.1 percent (ACS, 2017 5-Year Estimates). The percentage of
the population with a bachelor’s degree or higher is 30.9 percent for the U.S., 26.9
percent for NM, and 8.8 percent for lsleta Reservation. There is a general edu-
cational attainment discrepancy for those on-Reservation compared to those off-Res-
ervation.

A. Tiwa borrowers. many who are low income. are unable to receive federal funds
to rehabilitate homes on flood plains.

e A large part of Isleta’s residential areas are in flood plains.

e HUD Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG} and Indian Community Development
Block Grant (ICDBG) funds may be used as down payment assistance. Low in-
come families are eligible for ITHBG and ICDBG funding.

e The Federal Flood Disaster Protection Act of 19731 (the “Act”) prohibits the use
of federal funds, including IHBG and ICDBG, on floodplains unless a commu-
nity or tribe participates in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and
purchases flood insurance.

e Flood insurance is expensive. The inability of low income borrowers to use fed-
eral funds as down payment assistance for the rehabilitation of homes on
floodplains, many which are in substandard and dilapidated condition, makes
it prohibitive to qualify for a loan.

e Further, flood mapping in lsleta was done without detailed studies to determine
Base Flood Elevations (BFEs), which are necessary to obtain certified elevations
for insurance. Obtaining flood insurance will require a borrower to engage a
surveyor to conduct detailed studies to determine BFEs.

e A community (including a tribe) that participates in the NFIP is required to
adopt flood standards on floodplains as established by the NFIP and enforce
these standards. Adopting an approved NFIP flood ordinance is a burdensome
and costly process that requires a tribe to hire a certified flood plain manager,
develop and enforce flood standards, require certified elevations when building
or rehabilitating on floodplains, and maintain tribal records on all new home
construction and rehabilitation.

e Few tribes participate in the NFIP likely due to the administrative, technical,
and financial burdens imposed by the NFIP.

142 U.S.C. 41Q6(a).
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States are exempt from the Act’s requirement that a community join the NFIP
before using federal funds on floodplains. The state exemption applies to federal
?ffo(tl"dable housing funds provided to states, including HOME funds and CDBG
unds

A provision in the Native American Housing Assistance and Self-Determination
Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) Reauthorization Bill giving tribes the same exemption
already enjoyed by states, would allow tribes to use IHBG and other federal af-
fordable housing funds on floodplains utilizing a tribe’s mitigation plan, without
requiring a tribe to join the NFIP. This would allow tribes and their Tribally
Designated Housing Entities to provide down payment assistance funds to low
income borrowers for home construction or rehabilitation.

We ask for your support of the NAHASDA Reauthorization bill and an exempt
proviison for tribes in the bill.

B. Federal land laws and policies applicable to tribal trust lands.

Federal land laws applicable to trust lands, found at 25 USC 81 and the BIA
leasing regulations (25 CFR 162) require BIA approval of residential leases and
mortgages. The BIA lease and mortgage approval and recording process is
lengthy and cumbersome. Tiwa has waited 12 months for a Title Status Report
(TSR), 12 months for BIA approval of a lease or mortgage, and 24 plus months
before receiving the recorded lease and mortgage from BIA.

The time it takes to close a loan on Indian trust lands deters many lenders.

e While HEARTH shortens the timelines by allowing tribes to enact leasing laws

and approve specific types of land leases, including residential leases, without
further approval by BIA, it’s an expensive law for tribes to implement due to
a tribe taking on BIA’s role of reviewing and enforcing leases and mortgages,
preparing surveys, and conducting environmental reviews.

o Isleta enacted its leasing law in 2018. BIA approved the law in April 2019.

Isleta is in the process of planning the implementation of this law, which will
require identifying funding to hire a leasing officer and contract with surveyors
and environmental review firms to conduct environmental reviews.

Once implemented, Tiwa anticipates that the time for closing on leasehold mort-
gages will be cut by more than half. The ability to bypass the lengthy BIA re-
view and approval process will allow Tiwa and other lenders to close on mort-
gages within weeks versus months.

HEARTH doesn’t address the TSR process which must still be conducted by
BIA. While some tribes have taken on recording as a function, it is an expensive
endeavor and one which requires an expensive database compatible with the
BIA titling system.

While we have discussed the ability of the BIA titling system to become
privatized, we realize that this is a discussion that must involve BIA.

We ask for your support In helping tribes find a solution to this issue.

Question 2. How would you recommend that we address that obstacle?
Answer. Funding Available to Tiwa:

Tiwa receives financial support from the NACA Program, the Pueblo of Isleta,
and loans from other non-profits. The NACA Funds are vital to Tiwa’s economic
development initiatives, but insufficient for all Native CDFls competing for the
funds. As of 2018, there were 73 certified Native CDFIs, with many other work-
ing towards becoming certified. Thirty-Eight Native CDFIs, including Tiwa,
benefited from the $15.3 million in grants in FY 2018.

It recently borrowed money from Oweesta, another Native CDFI, Investors,
Tamalpais Trust, and Kalliopeia Foundation.

o Capital also comes from the revenue from the loan portfolios.
e Selling our loans on the secondary market to Fannie Mae would be an option

to help Tiwa increase additional Capital, this is impossible because of FEMA,
we need your help to find a solution to this.

Tiwa’s primary challenge is lack of funding to meet the lending needs of its
community, and consistently seeks funds.

Increased funding for the NACA Program is vital to economic growth on Indian
reservations.

We ask for your support of the NAHASDA Reauthorization bill and an exempt
proviison for tribes in the bill.
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Q?uestion 3. What role does rental housing play in addressing the affordable hous-
ing?

Answer. On lsleta Pueblo Reservation, the vacancy rate (the percentage of houses
available for rent or purchase) is 0 percent. This is a result of the extreme lack of
housing available on lsleta Pueblo lands. This lack of supply means there are zero
homes available for Pueblo members unless homes are newly built. Since FY15, 50
percent of our home loans have been new construction loans. In other words, we pro-
vide the financing for the construction of the home, and for the purchase of the
home. We create housing where there is none.

APPROVAL OF TRIBAL LEASING REGULATIONS

Question 4. Please describe the Pueblo’s experience implementing the Act and any
challenges to implementation that you suggest could be addressed by either the De-
partment of the Interior or Congress.

Answer.

e Environmental Review Procedures have been a challenge. Isleta is in the proc-
ess of planning the implementation of this law, which will require identifying
funding to hire a leasing officer and contract with surveyors and environmental
review firms to conduct environmental reviews.

e Once implemented, Tiwa anticipates that the time for closing on leasehold mort-
gages will be cut by more than half. The ability to bypass the lengthy BIA re-
view and approval process will allow Tiwa and other lenders to close on mort-
gages within weeks versus months.

e HEARTH doesn’t address the Title Status Reports and Environmental Review
process which must still be conducted by BIA. While some tribes have taken on
recording as a function, it is an expensive endeavor and one which requires an
expensive database compatible with the BIA titling system and hiring firms are
costly) to conduct Environmental reviews under CFR Part 58 (HUD regula-
tions.).

e While we have discussed the ability of the BIA titling system to become
privatized, we realize that this is a discussion that must involve BIA.

NATIVE CDFIS.

Question 5. As a Native Community Development Financial Institution, please de-
scribe how Tiwa addresses lending risk factors, such as poor or no credit history,
that traditional mortgage lenders In Indian Country are typically unable to accom-
modate.

Answer. Native CDFls are unique lenders:

Tiwa, like other Native CDFls, is unique in the following features:

e All its lending products have flexible underwriting criteria. Applicants are not
required to have credit history.

o Home loans, have a maximum loan to value ratio of 100 percent.
e Mortgage loans do not require a down payment.

e Home loans have low interest rates equal to the 30-year Treasury bond rate
(2.12 percent as of October 3, 2019) plus 1.375.

e Closing costs and origination fees can be financed in the loan amount.

e Tiwa provides homeownership and financial education and small business work-
shops, changing the lives of future generations and the economic picture in
Isleta. Here is a story of one such family:

e Carrie (not her real name), a member of the Isleta Pueblo, improved her credit
score by 87 points in less than two years with the help ofTiwa. As a teen par-
ent, Carrie didn’t realize the impact that her credit score could have on her life
and her ability to access credit. Now, as a mother of five children and the only
working member of her household, she sought a loan from Tiwa for extra help
during the holidays and was provided with the credit counseling and education
that would allow her to create a positive payment history and rebuild her cred-
it. Not only did Carrie learn how to take action to positively impact her score,
she has started educating her children on the importance of credit scores. With-
out the loan and counseling from Tiwa, Carrie says she wouldn’t be where she
is today.

e Tiwa requires all borrowers to either take a financial education class or one-
on-one counseling provided by Tiwa. These classes are held annually and twice
a day for 1 ° hours. The classes consist of 4 weeks of Budegting, Savings, Relat-
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ing with money with your spouse or accountable partner,and dumping debt.
Fifth week on reviewing your credit report and collections. Six week of Mort-
gages, Foreclosures, review of Debt to income and Loan to value ratios. Seven
and Eighth week of reviewing 401Ks, Roth IRA’s and Mutual funds. Nineth,
Tenth, and Eleven week is review on being a smart consumer.

e Tiwa collaborates with the Isleta Pueblo Housing Authority and Pueblo of Isleta
departments, such as the Social Services Department, the Library, the Elderly
Center, and the Scholarship Office, to market its financial products and devel-
opment services.

e Tiwa markets its products and services in the lsleta Pueblo newsletter and
posts its publications at public places in lsleta.

e Tiwa has a website, www.tiwalending.org. where it posts its products and up-
coming homeownership financial education workshops.

e Tiwa works closely with its borrowers to ensure they remain successful bor-
rowers. For example, Tiwa contacts delinquent borrowers by telephone to find
out their situation and work with them to resolve the delinquency while the de-
linquency is still manageable. In a pre-foreclosure situation, Tiwa worked close-
ly with the family and the Pueblo of Isleta to identify a family member who
could assume the loan. Most recently, Tiwa is working with the family of a de-
ceased borrower to identify a qualified family member who can assume the loan.

Question 6. What amount of NACA Program funding per fiscal year would Tiwa
consider sufficient to meet Its needs.

Tiwa’s primary challenge is lack of funding to meet the lending needs of its com-
munity. and consistently seeks funds. Tiwa would like to receive at least
$1,000,000.00 from the FA NACA program, this would allow Tiwa to provide at
least 8 more homes to existing and new homeowners. Since 2009 historically Tiwa
Lending Services has closed $7,091,717 with an average loan amount of
$118,195.28. Tiwa has a waiting list currently and can not keep up with the demand
for funds. nwa can’t advertise funds due to the money being committed before they
have the funds. Tiwa is working with USDA rural, RCAC, and 184 lenders to help
with the Capital. Tiwa is now looking into building a partnership with the Federal
Reserve Bank. The barriers still are there especially with FEMA and BIA.

Question 7. How prevalent Is manufactured housing in your community? How do
homeowners finance their manufactured home purchase?
Answer. Refer to answer under question numbered 5.

Question 8. What policy recommendations for the manufactured housing market
should we consider to lower the cost of mortgage for homebuyers, especially Native
Americans?

Answer. Lower the down payment for all borrowers. Loan to Value needs to be
addressed. No other recommendations at this time.

Question 9.. The Federal Home Loan Bank also has an affordable housing mis-
sion. What investments In Native American homeownership has the Federal Home
Loan Bank made? Is there a regional Bank that is a leader in serving Native Amer-
ican homebuyers and reservation communities?

Answer. Tiwa Lending Services is exploring these partnerships.

Thank you.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. ToMm UDALL TO
DARRYL LACOUNTE

Approval of Tribal Leasing Regulations

Question 1. Congress passed the Helping Expedite and Advance Tribal Homeown-
ership (HEARTH) Act of 2012 to enhance Tribes’ self-governance over Tribal lands
and promote the efficient leasing of those lands for housing and business purposes.
To exercise the enhanced authority provided by the HEARTH Act, Tribes must first
adopt leasing regulations and submit them for approval to the BIA. According to the
BIA’s website, 45 Tribal leasing regulations have been approved by the BIA’s Office
of Trust Services since 2013. We understand that only three of the 45 regulations
were approved in 2019, and that 26 applications are still awaiting action. What
steps are the BIA taking to address this backlog?

Answer. BIA is directing additional resources to the program and working to cen-
tralize the leasing regulation review process. First, the BIA is working to fill the
HEARTH Act coordinator position vacancy. Once the vacancy is filled, the leasing
regulation review process will be streamlined from BIA field offices to the central
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office responsibility to address pending reviews and move them forward for a deci-
sion.

Expediting Title Status Reports

Question 2. You indicated in your hearing testimony that the BIA is currently de-
veloping the Enterprise Land and Resource Data Warehouse to integrate its various
business subsystems, including the Trust Asset and Account Management System
(TAAMS), into one platform.

How do you expect this change to streamline the BIA’s process of issuing Title
Status Reports (TSR)? Will it address the reported delays in issuance?

Answer. The BIA Enterprise Land and Resource Data Warehouse will allow lend-
ers to check on the status of their mortgage applications and to contact the BIA,
improving communication. The TSRs are one of the items required in the mortgage
application process. The portal will provide transparency in the issuance process by
showing when a TSR request is made and when the certified TSR is received from
Land Titles and Records Office.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. MARIA CANTWELL TO
DARRYL LACOUNTE

Community Development Financial Institutions

Question 1. When the Community Development Financial Institutions (CDFI)
Fund was created, CDFis had limited access to private capital. Over the past two
decades, the CDFI industry has matured and extends credit and provide financial
services to underserved communities. Despite this record of success, the President’s
Budget proposes to eliminate funding for Community Development Financial Insti-
tutions (CDFI) Fund discretionary grant and direct loan programs.

Nearly $8.7 million has been awarded to Washington state Native awardees.
CDFI investments have also generated $12 in private capital for every dollar in
CDFI grants. CDFis are an important resource to provide economic development in
underserved communities and provides assistance that is leveraged 12 times over.

What programs does HUD or the Bureau of Indian Affairs have that provide the
same or greater level of support for economic development in these communities?

Answer. In 2018, Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs Tara Sweeney hosted the
first ever Indian Affairs-Native CDFI Network roundtable at the Department of the
Interior. The Department continues to collaborate with the Native CDFI Network
on innovative ways to provide capital access for Native CDFis and to attract the
right types of investments into Indian Country.

Additionally, the Office of the Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs provides tech-
nical assistance and funding that supports economic development for American In-
dian tribes, communities, and individuals. The Office of Indian Energy and Eco-
nomic Development (IEED) provides funding opportunities including:

e The Native American Business Development Institute (NABDI) grant program,
within the IEED Division of Economic Development—NABDI is designed to
help Tribes retain qualified, impartial, third party consultants to conduct feasi-
bility studies on economic development proposals, ideas, and technologies.

e The Tribal Energy Development Capacity (TEDC) grant program, within the
IEED Division of Energy and Mineral Development (DEMD)—TEDC helps
Tribes assess, develop, and secure the organizational and technical capacity
needed to manage energy resources on Indian land and properly account for re-
sulting energy production and revenues.

e The Energy and Mineral Development Program (EMDP) within the IEED
DEMD—The EMDP provides funding for the assessment and marketing of trib-
al energy and mineral resources.

RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY HON. CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO
TO DARRYL LACOUNTE

Question 1. Does the BIA get involved in financing manufactured housing? How
do homeowners finance their manufactured home purchase?

Answer. The BIA reviews all mortgage applications for compliance with statutes,
policies, and regulations.

Question 2. What policy recommendations for the manufactured housing market
should we consider to lower the cost of mortgage for home buyers, especially Native
Americans?
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Answer. Whether the cost of a mortgage may be lowered is within the lender’s
discretion.

Question 3. The Federal Home Loan Bank also has an affordable housing mission.
What investments in Native American homeownership has the Federal Home Loan
Banks made? Is there a regional Bank that is a leader in serving Native American
homebuyers and reservation communities?

Answer. We are not aware of a regional bank that is considered a leader in serv-
ing Native American homebuyers. However, nationwide lenders most utilized for
Native American home buyers include 1st Tribal Lending and Bank2, particularly
for HUD Section 184 home loans.

O
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